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PROPHECY INTERPRETED LITERALLY OR SPIRITUALLY; OR THE 
MILLENIST AND MILLENARIAN VIEWS OF SCRIPTURE INTERPRE- 
TATION. 


1. Dissertations on the prophecies relative to the second coming of 
our Lord Jesus Christ—by the Rev. George Duffield, D. D. 
2. The Great Commission—by the Rev. John Harris, D. D. 


Tue author of the first of these volumes discusses the following 
topics:—The duty of studying the, prophecies and the objections 
commonly urged against it: the rules of right interpretation : the na- 
ture of figurative, symbolical and typical language: the discussion of 
these subjects occupies five chapters and about one-third of the vol- 
ume. Upon the subject of interpretation he observes, that “two 
very different, and in some respects antagonistical systems, are, and 
have been for centuries,. adopted by commentators: they may. be 
designated the literal and the spiritual.”” The author is very decid- 
ed in his preference of the former of these systems, which he des- 
cribes and contrasts with the spiritual system as follows: 


By the LITERAL, we anderstand that system which assumes the LITERALITY, 
OF HISTORICAL REALITY of the events predicted, and resorts to the grammati- 
cal interpretation of the language of prophecy to determine its meaning. By the 
SPIRITUAL, we understand that system which assames the sPIRITUALITY of the 
events predicted. It traces something analagous, it may be, to the literal, but 
entirely different from it, and peculiar, of which the literal may be employed as 
the representative or allegorical exhibition. Tur tiTeRAt is'what Ernesti, in 
bis ‘ ‘Tracts on the Interpretation of the Scriptures,’’ has called the grammatical ; 
and THE 8¥IRITUAL, the mystic, metaphysical, or philosophical. 

The grammatical method ‘adheres to the words, and directs us to compre- 
hend things through the medium of words, and not words through the medium 
of things.’’* "lhe mystic or spiritual, is that ‘‘ which philosophizes rather than 
interprets, and prefers to be metaphysical rather than grammat:eal, or, us it is 
uncouthly expressed, real rather than ve ba/.’? His meaning is, that the gram- 
matical or literal interpretation, which is concerned with the proper meaning of 
words, ‘* proceeds entirely upon grammatical principles,’’ and is first, in all cases, 
to be resorted to, to know what are the things which the writer asserts or means} 
but that the mystic or spiritual interpretation inverts this order, and undertakes to 
determine the meaning of words by preconceived notions about the things.— p. 34-5. 


In another placet he observes: ‘‘The leading and essential cha- 
racteristic of the literal system is, that the prophecies set forth real 


“RP Reper vol. iii. p. 125. t pp. 192.—3, 
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persons and events, as literally and historically to arise and occur in 
the world as any matters of historical observation and verity which 
have already transpired.” 

In another place* he says ‘‘ Two things are obvious from the pro- 
phets’ use of types—the first is, that while types are not to be reyect- 
ed utterly, they are not to be multiplied at the will of the interpreter. 
-....+ The other... is the literality of the results predicted... . 
The brazen serpent, for example, was a literal, carnal ordinance; but 
the type of Christ on the Cross, as the means of healing ; just as liter- 
ally and truly lifted up from the earth.’ 

According to the author, it is not a matter of indifference which of 
these systems is adopted. They lead often to opposite conclusions, 
pe have a most important bearing upon the Christian’s life and 

opes. 


Whether that long-predicted and expected coming of Jesus Christ, and of the 
kingdom of heaven, are matters of literal verity, according to the grammatical 
import of the expressions, or analogically to be understood. and therefore to be in- 
terpretéd altogether figuratively or spiritually, is a question of deep and wonderful 
bearing: nor is it to be slighted and sneered ut, by any one professing to love and 
reverence the sacred oracles of God. It is vital to ull our hopes, and forms the 
very warp and woof of all the scriptural revelations on the subject. It must be 
met ; and will be candidly examined by every man who loves the truth, and is 
unwilling to be swayed by the dogmas of others, The decision, we contend, 
must be had from the word of God itself.—Preface, p. vii. 

‘** The radical difference,’’ says the suthor,$ ** between the literal and spiritual 
interpretation, is nowhere more striking, or important, than on the great themes 
of prophecy, designed to be brought into view in these disquisitions, viz. the com- 
ing and kingdom of Jesus Christ. That the Sacred Scriptures speak of a second 
coming of the blessed Redeemer, and of a kingdom to be established at his com- 
ing, will not be denied. But how is that coming to be understood? and what is 
meant by his kingdom? The grammatical interpretation says, literally und truly, 
i. e. the second coming of Christ will take place, actually and visibly, as truly a 
matter of obsérvation as was his first coming, long since become a matter of his- 
tory, and the kingdom of Christ, a dominion which he will then establish in this 
world, as truly a matter of sensible observation, as was the theocracy once estub- 
lished in Israel. 


As the best and fairest specimen of the views of those who prefer 
the spiritual to the literal interpretation, the author gives us| the fol- 
lowing extract from the Lectures of Bishop Hurd on Prophecy. . 


‘It may be proper to observe, that the second advent of the Messiah is not, 
like the first, confined to one single and precise period, but is gradual and succcs- 
sive. ‘This distinction is founded in the reason of the thing. He could only 


* pp. 145. 147. 
ma seem to suppose that the literal system require’ us to believe that the hills will 
-hereatter literally sing, that the tress will clap their hands,—that the woman mentioned in 
Rev. 17, 9. was a real woman literally seated in broad expanse upon seven huge moun- 
tains—that when Paul spoke of the middle wall of partition between Jew and gentile as 
broken down, he meant a wali of brich or stone and mortar, &c. &c. We can hardly 
sup, ose any thing intended, by such objections but derision. But what if the system thus 
caricatured after all be true, aud the ouly system by which we can come at the mind of 
the Holy Spirit? It 1s quite coperinane to say, that Ineralists understand (in perfect 
consistency, as they suppose. with their system) all such expressions in the same sense 
that spiritualists do. ‘The reader may be referred to Sirr on the First Resurrection, 
Letter V. in the 5th Vol. of the Literelist, where the principles of literal and figurative 
interpretation are ably discussed aud illustrated by Lume rous@iaaamp ‘es Our author’s 
remarks also upon this topic, set it in a clear light. 
P p 33. lkp. 39. 
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come in person at one limited time. He comes in his power and providence 
through all ages of the church. His first coming wus then over when he expired 
en the cross. His second commenced with his resurrection, and will continue to 
the end of the world. So that this ast coming of Jesus is to be understood of his 
Spirit and kingdom ; which is not one «ct of sovereignty exerted at once, but a 
state or constitution of government, subsisting through a long tract of time, unfold- 
ing itself by just degrees, and coming, as oft as the conductor of it thinks fit to 
interpose, by any signal acts of bis administration.’”* 


Of the spiritual system the author sayst “It has no standard—it 
gives rein to men’s imaginations—it has engendered some of the 
most pestiferous heresies, and ridiculous and fanatical sects that have 
disgraced the Christian name.” 


Again, ‘* We see no difference, as far as the principles of interpretation are 
concerned, between the Unitarian who tells us that the stories of the paradisiacal 
state and fall of Adam, of the temptation of Christ, and other historical matters in 
the Bible, are mere fables or allegories, and the Neologist, who, assuming the tan- 
guage of the sacred writer to be often that of the superstitious vulgar, or of the 
extravagant poet, accounts for every miracle upon natural principles, and the ig- 
norant mystic who sees no use or value in the Bible, but as he can give a spiritual 
gloss to its historical and literal statements.”’—p. 45. 


The discussion of the principles of interpretation is followed by a 
general outline of the literal and spiritual systems of interpreting the 
prophecies and a general staternent of the expectations which those 
who adopt them, form of the future. : 


‘* The spiritualist believes,’’ says the author,t ‘‘that the Millenium is nothing 
more than a highly-prosperous state of the church, which shall be introduced 
through the gradual diffusion of light and knowledge, by means of missivnaries, 
Bibles, tracts, and other instrumentalities employed tor that purpose ; that during 
this illustrious period, Satan will be restrained from the practice of his deceitful 
and corrupting urts, and his influence almost, if not entirely, suppressed ;— that 
the Jews in their dispersion, and the gentile heathen nations throughout the whole 
world. shall be converted ;—the church enjoy an increased and astovishing influ- 
ence of the Spirit of God, of like character with that which he exerts in extensive 
and powerful revivals of pure religion, and in this way realize all the glowing and 
glorious anticipations of the Old ‘lestament prophets ;—that the principles of the 
gospel becoming universally prevalent, all wars will cease;—thit the nations of 
the earth becoming a vast confederated family for the preservation of peace, and 
for the promotion of hawan happiness, shall no longer cultivate the warlike arts— 
civilization be carried to the highest pitch, the blessings of civil, political and reli- 
gious liberty universally be enjoyed—all forms of oppression cease,—the rulers of 
this world becoming righteous and religious, rule in the fear and love of God— 
and the entire population of the globe, increased and enriched by industry, frugal- 
ity, virtae, and piety, present an Eden-like scene of prosperity, and glory, and 
blessedness;—that at the end of a thousand yeurs, or of this halcyon period, the 
spirit of piety, which, like that of the martyrs of Jesus, had prevailed in the world, 
will begin to decline,—the great adversary who had been imprisoned, be let loose 
again, and gain an influence over tho nations so as to deceive them, and to pro- 
duce a genera! defection from the millenial purity and trath;—that the apostate 
nations, under the denomination of (iog and Magog, shall conspire together, and 
commence hostile movements fur the destruction of ‘ the camp of the saints and 
the beloved city,’ and bring about a general and dreadful corruption of morals 
and of religion in the world;—that then, bat not till then, the Lord shall saddenly 
rain duwn fire from heaven and destroy them all;—that immediately thereafier, 
the secund personal visible coming of Jesus Christ shall take place, and the resar- 
rection of the dead, the final judgment, and the dissolution by fire of this entire 


* Hurd’s Lect. on. Proph., p. 102, tp. 158. tpp. 153.—158. 
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globe ensue; and that then, but not till then, will the new heavens and the new 
earth be created, and that glorious heavenly kingdom be established, which is to 
be the inheritance of the saints for ever.”” 

‘* The literalists differ greatly in their views from them, and what is remarka- 
ble, they mostly agree among themselves in the general outline and results. It is 
true, they sometimes differ as to minor asd subordinate prophecies not yet fulfil- 
led, but not as to the general system, in its bold and radical featares. ‘The Mil- 
Jeniom is regarded by them, not as the expansion and universal diffusion of the 
gospel, in a season of unprecedented religious prosperity ; not as the consummation 
of the present evangelical dispensation, but as a new dispensation, to be miraca- 
lously introduced, as all the former dispensations were, and to possess its own dis- 
tinct and peculiar attributes. The gospel dispensation, which commenced with 
the ministry of Christ, and was fully introduced on the day of Pentecost, they be- 
fieve—as Christ and the apostles styled it—is the dispensation of the good news 
of the kingdom of heaven drawing nigh, but the Millenium, the kingdom itself, 
éommenced with the awfal retributions of Divine justice en the enemies of Christ; 
the one, the proclamation or heralding of the kingdom eoming, and the other, the 
kingdom come, introduced by terrible displays of divine vengeance, and establish- 
ed and perpetuated by the exercise of all the high fanctions of execative, legisla~ 
tive, and judicial sway, entitling it to the denomination of rHz Day or JupG- 
MENT, 

This kingdom, they affirm, is not the Church of God, as she now exists in her 
visible organizations, and in which Christians, or the saints, are the subjects, 
yielding obedience to the commands of Jesus Christ; but it is a new and glorious 
development of Almighty power, and grace, and justice, in which the saints of all 
ages, that have died in the faith, and been with Christ, shall retarn with him to 
the earth, and receive their bodies raised from the dead, and made like te his most 
glorivas body; when those that leve the Lord and his appearing, alive on the earth 
at the period of his coming, shall andergo an instantaneous change in their mortal 
bodies, assimilating them to the saints of the resurrection, and shall all be employ- 
ed by Jesus Christ as his kings and priests, his subordinate agents and officers, 
to administer under him the government to be then established over the nations 
that shall yet remain in the flesh. The saints in the millenial state are to reign 
with Christ— to be the rulers and not the ruled—having been schooled in afflic- 
tion, persecuted, tried, and many of them put to death for the testimony of Jesus, 
and no longer selfish, ambitious, covetous, and vindictive, like most rulers of this 
7 anne fit and safe depesitaries of power for the government of the nations 
of the earth.’’* 


These extracts, though they comprise but a portion of the author’s 
outline, present the prominent points of difference as the author con- 
ceives of them, between the systems. In continuation of the last of 
these passages, the author states the views of some writers who, as it 
strikes us, have carried at least some of their conclusions quite too 
far.t The great points in debate, are few and simple, and suscepti- 
ble of being treated separately from others, which all must admit, the 
Scriptures leave in obscurity. These should not be prejudiced by 
being blended with others which do not admit of demonstration, or 
of any such determination as would carry with it the full persuasion 
and confidence of a serious and candid inquirer. 

In the next three chapters,} the author traces the history of what 
has been called the Millenarian doctrine. In these chapters, which 


* 
pp. ‘61 —163. 

t pp. 163—166. We do not understand our author as expressing his own views upon 
these points. He speaks of them “ as among the points or facis believed by different 
writers who have pursued their investigations the farthest” without expressing any opinion 
of his own. We do not reckon all of these among the profitable topics of investigation. 
Some of thetn we shall have occasion to meution Bereatter, which will prevent the neces- 
sity of a specification in this place, $7th, 8th and 9th. 
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occupy nearly a hundred pages, the author has collected and con- 
densed much interesting matter pertinent to the subject and not gen- 
erally known. 


** The term Millenarian,”’ he says,* ‘¢ is sometimes used as a term of contempt; 
but is, nevertheless, admitted by those who adopt the literal system of prophetical 
interpretation, to be an appropriate designation, in contradistinction from the 
spiritualists, who, in their tarn, are d inated Anti-millenarian. It is intended 
by it to denote those who believe that the prophets of the Old and New Testament 
predict the personal visible coming of Jesus Christ with his saints before the Mil- 
leniam, to raise their dead bodies, to destroy the anti-Chrisiian nations, and to 
establish his glorious kingdom or dominion over all the earth, in which, by the 
ministry of his saints raised from the dead, and quickened at his coming, He will 
reign for 1,000 years.and judge the world. ‘The term Anti-millenarian denotes 
those, who affirm that the coming of Christ to judgment will not take place till 
after 1,000 years’ great prosperity in religion, during which He may be said 
ae gr h that is allegorically, to be present and to reign with his saints on the 
earth. ’ 

** Anti-millenarian views, asat present entertained in the United States,’’ he 
remarks,t ‘‘ are of but recent date.”’ Dr. Daniel Whitby, who died A. D. 1726, 
seems to have been the first to reduce them into order. He has writien a comment- 
ary of the Apocalypse, to which he has appended a treatise on the Millenium, 
denying the distinctive features of the ancient millenarian faith, and spiritualizing 
the restoration of the Jews, the coming of Christ, wnd the first resurrection. 

Tn that treatise, Dr. Whitby explains the manner in which his mind was led to 
the views he originated, of an allegorical Millenium. He confesses it to be, and 
calls ita ‘* NEW HYPOTHESIS.’ 





The author endeavours to shew,—and as we think successfully,— 
that during the first three centuries of the church, the doctrine of the 
re-millenial advent of the Lord Jesus Christ was generally received. 
0 the system of interpretation, invented by Origen, he ascribes the 
change which was gradually wrought in the faith of the church upon 
this article—a system which, while it prepared the way for the gen- 
eral contempt and rejection of the ancient faith, laid a foundation for 
the claim of the learned to be the exclusive interpreters of the Scrip- 
tures and threw around them a cloud of mist and darkness that re- 
pelled the common people and allowed the clergy ample means and 
opportunity to erect the enormous fabric of the Papacy. Yet the 
voice of the church in every age, as the author shews, has been to a 
greater or less extent in favour of the views of Millenarians.§ The 
question.concerns a matter of fact, and it is certainly an important 
one. For without giving undue weight to human opinion, in favour 
of a religious doctrine, novelty in any matter of religion is, by com- 
mon consent, a just ground of suspicion. Many, who have adopted 
anti-millenarian views, will be surprised to learn, that they cannot be 
traced back to a date much anterior to the beginning of the eighteenth 


*p. 169. t pp. 259, 260. 

t See Whitby’s Treatise on the Millenium, Introduction, where he so calls his system. 

§ “ As the same star at different seasons is the evening star, setting immediately after 
the sun, and then the morning star shining immediately before it, so was this truth” —viz: 
the reign of our Saviour with his saints on earth—“ the evening star to the first coming of 
Christ, setting together with the glory of that day in a night of Anti-Christiamism ; and 
now it appears agaiu in our times as a morning star to that blessed day of the second ef- 
fusion of the Spirit ard the second appearance of our Saviour, in the glory of the Father.” 
Peter Sterry, see his imprimatur of Home’s Resurrection Revealed. Sterry was a mem- 
ber of the Westminster Assembly of Divines. ‘ 
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eentury.* This part of the work, and the original sources from whiclr 
it has been. derived,.deserve a careful examination, and if the au- 
thor’s conclusions are not supported by sufficient evidence, it should 
be shewn. 

The subject next in order, is the Second Coming of Christ. This- 
the author maintains will take place prior to the destruction of pope- 

t and before the millenium. He then discusses the nature of the 

ay of judgment and answers objections, which, it is supposed to- 

afford nst the doctrine of the pre-millenial coming of Christ. 
This is followed by a chapter on the season and signs of Christ's 
coming, and the volume is closed by a consideration. of the sceptic’s 
objection; ‘Where is the promise of his coming; for since the 
fathers fell asleep all things continue as they were from the begin- 
ning of the creation.’” ' 

Thus much as to the contents of the volume.—We shall not at- 
tempt to follow the learned author in his reasonings upon these topics. 
His arguments and statements of facts are too. much condensed to 
admit of an abridgment without impairing their effect. In-general,. 
we may observe, his topics are well chosen, logically arranged, and. 
concisely and clearly discussed. The numerous facts the author has: 
embodied in a small compass, and the considerations he derives from 
them shew, not. only extensive research and a discriminating judg- 
ment, but in partes | a clear perception of the bearings of his facts. 
upon the main question. He is always in earnest, always interesting, 
and impressive, and often eloquent. If the reader wishes to investi- 
gate these subjects (and they are highly interesting as well as import- 
ant) we feel sure he will be greatly aided by this work. We heartily 
commend it to the careful and prayerful consideration of the reader.. 

But although we cannot attempt minutely to analyze these disser- 
tations, or to pass a critical judgment upon every part of them, we 
are not inclined to dismiss the author without a more particular no- 
tice of what he very properly considers the fundamental question. 
In doing this, we shall have the opportunity to refer to some of the 
more important arguments. advanced or suggested by him. In this: 
way, we hope to perform a more acceptable service, than by attempt- 
ing a formal review. 

“The great question,” says the author,t ‘‘ which forms the nucleus 
ef the whole discussion is one and very simple,’”’ viz:—‘*Is the king- 


* If the fact be as our-author (and as we believe the Rev. Edward Bickersteth) asserts, 
that the prevailing expectations of the church concer ing a spiritual millenium before the 
coming of Christ, originated with Dr. Whitby. it is a strong argument against them. 
Dr. Doddsidge (Lectures Prop. 165, Sch 4, also vol 2, pp. 493, 495.) speaks or seems to 
speak, of Whitby as the author. or at least first promulgator of the theory It appears 
however shat John Howe, preached ia- 1678: a sermon on the proeperous state of the 
Christian interest (serm. 2d) m which he advances something, which the reader may sup- 
~% is vers much like the present theory; but this sermon was not published till 1723. 

t Whitby’s treatise on the Millenium was first published in 1700. with his paraphrase 
and commentary on all the epistles ot the New Testament. (See works of the Learned 
vol. 2, June #700. where this volume is noticed. His commentary on the Gospels and 
the Acis first appeared in 1703.) ‘This faet therefore does not materially affect the state- 
ment of our author. Whitby was boru eight years afier Howe and survived him twenty 

years. 

t But.... when shall Jerusalem be made the praise of the whole earth? [it is very: 
: a to determine the particular time ; but surely at the end of Antichrist’s reign it musé 

2’ Jerusalem’s Glory, by Jeremiah Burroughes. 

t Pref. p. V. 
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. dom of heaven a new dispensation, to be introduced by the visible, 
person@l coming of Jesus Christ? Or has it commenced, and is it 
mow in the progress of expansion,” &c. The question is indecd, 
‘very simple, and-one would think, scarcely debateable. Is the king- 
-dom of God a great and glorious reality which, at its coming, will 
cover the whole earth and every where exhibit irresistible evidence 
-of its presence and power, or is it a kingdom limited in its extent 
and concealed where it exists, from the observation of all, except 
those gifted with spiritual discernment? Discordance of opinion 
upon such a question, argues discordance of views concerning the 
nature of that kingdom, and consequently discordant interpretations 
of all those Scriptures which describe or predict it. We add; the 
difference is fraught with consequences, important in their bearing 
upon the conduct and hopes of men. This is almost too obvious to 
need illustration; nevertheless we offer the following: Our Lord 
taught his disciples to pray for the coming of the kingdom of God : 
“ Our Father who art in Heaven thy kingdom come.” ‘The 
cial rule for our direction in the duty of prayer,” says the Cate- 
chism of the Westminster Assembly,” is that form of prayer which 
our Saviour Christ taught his disciples.” What then are we to un- 
derstand by this petition? The spiritualist will say perhaps,* that 
‘this prayer taken alone, is not strictly adapted to the New Testa- 
‘ment dispensation—that when it was delivered, the Old Testament 
economy was in force and the setting up of the new, prayed for as 
future.”’ This petition then, in a certain, that is the literal sense, is 
in his view obsolete, and can now be offered, with strict propriety, 
only in a qualified sense. His guide in making deductions from the 
full or literal sense, is the other Scriptures, or rather his interpretation 
of them, which nevertheless he does not receive literally, except so 
far as his views of the analogy of faith require him to do so. 

The literalist on the other hand will tell us that the kingdom pray- 
ed for in this petition is still future, and the petition itself, literally 
understood, is in harmony with his expectations and appropriate to 
express his most intense desires. If we ask the particulars of his be- 
lief on this article, he will tell us the coming of the kingdom he prays 
for, will be signalized by the second and glorious coming of the Lord 
Jesus Christ in person, by the resurrection of a part of the dead, 
called in the Scriptures first resurrection or the resurrection of 
the just, and the binding of Satan, so that he shalf deceive the na- 
tions no more, for a long time to come.t He cannot now pray for 
the coming of the kingdom of God in the sense of the diffusion of the 
Gospel of Christ; for in that sense the kingdom came long since and 
has been long established upon earth.—Nor can he pray absolutely 
(as we do when we use this petition) for the coming of the kingdom 
of God in the sense of a greater diffusion of saving truth and know- 
ledge, than has yet taken place; for that would not be to pray abso- 
lutely for the coming of a new kingdom as such, but for the better 
establishment and wider extension of one already come. Still less 
can he pray for the coming of the kingdom of in heaven; for 
there it hes always existed and cannot be better established ;—be- 


* Biblical Repertory, Vol. X p.161. + Greswell on the Parables, Vol, I. p. 151—2. 
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sides the prayer has respect to the kingdom of God on earth, for in 
the next petition we are taught to add: “Thy will be done on earth 
as it is in heaven.””* ; 

We stop not now to inquire whether the spiritualist or the liter- 
alist best interprets this prayer: our object at present, is merely to 
point out a difference which affects, as well their exercises in the 
closet, as their worship in the house of prayer. That it is not a trivial 
matter, will appear if the reader considers, that in those assemblies 
of Christians, where it is the custom, for one to offer extemporaneous 
prayer in the name and on the behalf of all the worshippers, points 
of difference may be multiplied in proportion as the minister employs 
the language of Scripture to express his own desires and the desires 
of those in whose behalf he officiates. 

Take another example: The Lord Jesus Christ enjoined upon his 
followers the duty of watching for his coming. A reason which he 
ore them for the performance of this duty, was their ignorance of 

e time of his coming; ‘‘ Watch therefore, for you know not what 
hour your Lord doth come.” (Matth. 24, 42.) The spiritualist has 
been taught to believe ‘the coming of the Lord” is spoken of in 
many senses. It may mean any great, though invisible interposition ; 
it may mean the effusion of the oy Spirit; it may mean the propa- 
gation of the religion of our Lord Jesus Christ, or the destruction of 
Jerusalem. Coming in the clouds, is the prophetic style for judg- 
ment. The expression also may mean the visible appearance of the 
Lord for general judgment.t There’ is yet another sense given to 
the expression: the Lord may be said to come to a believer, when 
he removes him by death. In this way we have heard the midnight 
cry, ‘‘ behold the bridegroom cometh” in the parable of the ten vir- 
gins, explained. This the spiritualist esteems a practical sense 
and the only one, which really concerns Christians of the present 
day. He cannot watch for the coming of the Lord for the destruc- 
tion of Jerusalem.t It is an event long since past, nor can he sup- 
pose the Lord commands him to watch for his personal coming in 
power and great glory for general judgment, because he is sure that 
event will not occur until a very distant day. The Gospel has not 
yet done its work; hitherto it has been confined to comparatively 
a few of the nations. It will gradually but surely and steadily ex- 
pand, and before the Lord shall come it must cover the whole earth 
and introduce.universal peace and righteousness: and not only this, 
the riegn of righteousness, when once established must continue a 
thousand years before the personel visible coming of the Lord. . He 
cannot therefore watch for that day, which he confidently believes 
nay 18s divinely assured, as he supposes, will not come, till long cycles 
of ages have revolved over his sleeping dust, and his soul shall have 
been gathered into the company of the departed just. ° 


* Gresswelj on the Parables, Vol. I. p. 255. Introd. + Gerard’s Instit. p. 286. Note. 

}“* Signa que in Evangetiis ponuntur. non omnia pertinent ad secundum adventum, qui 
erit in fine, sed queedam eorum pertinent ad tempus destructionis Hicrusalem, que jam 
preteriit, Queedam vero, et plura pertinent ad adventum quo quotidie venit in Eeclesiam, 
eam spiritualiter visitans, prout nos inhabitat per fidem et amorem.” Thomas Aquinas 
tn Sumon. Theol. Suppl ‘du. 89, or 88.) ‘Thomas was born A. D. 1224 and died in 1274, 
so that this opinion is nut modern nor of Protestant origin. If the allusion of this author 
is in any degree to the doctrine of transubstantiation, no protestant of course, will admit 
this sense of “‘ coming.’’ 
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The literalist views the injunction very differently. He believes* 
“the Scriptures uniformly command him to look forward with eager 
expectation to the coming of Christ’’—+‘ that the Lord Jesus Christ 
will have the day of his coming to judgment unknown to men, that 
they may shake off all carnal security and be ahvays watchful, be- 
cause they know not at what hour he will come, and may be ever 
5 seer to say; ‘come Lord Jesus, come quickly.” Accordingly 

e receives this injunction and all others like it, literally, and as 
plicable to all, to whom it has come or shall come, and if he lives 
according to his belief, he is actually looking for the personal, visible, 
glorious coming of the Lord Jesus Christ to judgment, as an event 
which may occur in his day. 

Now we do not affirm, that the literalist is wrong, or that the 
spiritualist is right in his views of the coming of the Lord. At pre- 
sent we say only, that they have not the same views of this Scripture, 
and the difference between them results from discordant principles 
of interpretation. Nor is the difference merely in theory: for we 
see by these examples, that while men holding these different views 
may outwardly join in the same language, they do in truth give ut- 
terance to diferent thoughts and desires; and while concurring in 
the same good work with a hearty consent, that consent may be the 
effect of motives so different, that neither would allow the least 
weight to those which sway the other. ; 

_ It would be easy to add other illustrations, but the limits of a re- 
view, will not admit of it. We are not surprised that the advocates 
of these different systems oppose each other with warmth. The dif- 
ference between them respects things of very great importance ; for 
nothing can be more important than the right understanding of Di- 
vine revelation. The difference has sometimes been stated in very 
strong terms, and indeed it cannot be disguised, that if the literalist 
be right, ‘‘God hath said many things which the spiritualist does not 
believe” in the sense in which they were spoken; and on the other 
hand, “if the spiritualist is right, the literalist is a visionary, invent- 
ing a revelation for himself and calling it God’s word.”} Nor can 
the question be settled by the mere authority of human opinion. — 
Men distinguished for learning and ability—for sobriety of judgment 
and ardent piety have taken opposite sides of the question, and great 
as the difference is between them, neither has the right, as it seems 
to us, on the score of authority, to consider his own opinions as too 
clearly true to admit of reasonable debate. We venture another 
observation; as there is scarcely any heresy, which has not some, 
though it may be, slight foundation or semblance of truth; so there 
is no system, claiming'to be orthodox, which may not have in it some 
admixture of errors. This may be true of the two systems under 
consideration,—yet the great truths upon which the whole question 





* Calvin’s Instit. Book 3, Sec. 6, Vol. ‘2. p. 208. 

+ Westminster Confession of Faith, the last article of the last chapter. Saybrook Plat- 
form, last article of the fast chapter. The Divines who posed and adopted these con- 
fessions, as well as Calvin, appear to have understood such texts as Mark 13; 33; Math. 
24, 42,25, 13; Luke 12, 40,—21, 36, in their literal sense aad as refering to the coming 
of Christ to judgment. P 

t McNeile’s Lectures, published in the Literalist, by O, Rogers, Phila, 
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turns, should not be prejudiced, by any errors or extravagancies, 
however gross, with which they may be mixed; and our object, as: 
sincere inquirers after the truth, should be to confine the controversy 
to the cardinal truths rather than to place it,—as in the ardour of de- 
bate we are too apt to do,—upon subordinate matters, or upon inde- 
fensible parts of the system in which these truths may be incorporated. 

- Waiving however further observations of this kind, we remark that 
the foregoing illustrations shew the importance of that portion of Dr. 
Duffield’s work which relates to the different systems of interpreta- 
tion. He has done well we think, in giving these systems a careful 
and extended examination. We do not suppose however, that his 
arguments under this head of the work, will carry conviction to the 
minds of all those who have, upon examination, adopted and incul- 
cated upon others the opposite system. It is hard for any man to 
admit that the labours of (perhaps) a long life, have been wasted in 
the study of a false system, or that while he conscientiously believed 
he was serving the cause of truth, and doing the will of his master, 
he was in fact employed in propagating doctrines, many of which are 
the mere inventions of men. Yet this is a concession which some 
upon both sides of the question must make, before they can heartily 
adopt the views of their opponents. If the reader should think the 
difference too strongly stated, and that less than this is demanded by 
either party of the other, he must suppose that the differences are 
few and unimportant, or if not that the very sense of the same Serip- 
ture may be multifarious: but we see not how this can be. Both 
systems cannot be right, as in many respects, they conduct to oppo- 
site results: and consequently neither can relinquish his own, with- 
out the virtual concession that he has erred in many points of instruc- 
tion or belief. ; 

Right views of the kingdom of God and of the time and manner 
of its coming, Dr. Duffiel supposes, would tend to reconcile for the 
most part, these conflicting opinions. The force of this remark will 
appear by the following considerations. The spiritualist believes the 
kingdom of God has already come*—that it is in fact the existing 
economy. Of course he expects to find the fulfilment of the numer- 
ous prophecies predictive of that kingdom and of the state of the 
world as subject to its benign influence, in the past and present con- 
dition of things or in such future condition of the church and the 
world, as may be reasonably hoped for, as the result of the more ac- 
tive, extensive and effective use of such moral and religious means 
as are now employed for the propagation of the gospel. ‘‘ Some of 
these prophecies, understood according to their grammatical import, 
foretell changes, affecting the face of external nature; others promise 
a change in the instinct of animals ;t others ‘still excite the hope, if 


.* “Regnum Dei” explicat Origenes in Matth., “dicit mysteria Regni Dei, id est, di- 
vinas Scripturas ee Dominus primo quidem populo illi priori” scilicet Judaeis 
“ cucredita sunt eloquia Dei; secundo autem Gentibus facientibus fructum.” 

tIn the view of some interpreters, the literal interpretation of such ipocrwerise as 
fs. il, 6-8: “ The wolf shall dwell with the lamb, the leopard shall lie down with the 

id” &c., shews the absurdity of the system ; but in opposition to this the Rev. W. W: 
Pym remarks, ‘‘ Our early notions are so deeply impressed upon us, that it is difficult to 
remove them and substitute others in their stead... . . Accordingly when the spirit of the 
Lord tells us that in the millenial state, “ the lion shall eat straw like the ox” &c., we are 
hard of belief, thinking it strange it should be so, But are we prepared to assert, that the 
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‘they may be literally understood, that physical and moral evil will 
be for the most part, if not entirely, removed.* Other predictions 
promise an increase of glory and splendour to the luminaries of heav- 
en.t Again we find predictions which foretell a change so great ‘in 
the hearts and dispositions of men, that they shall no longer ‘engage 
in war or any sinful strife.t In fine, there are prophecies which 
promise every conceivable good, both negative and positive of a ter- 
restrial kind, in the absence of fear, sorrow, distress and trouble ; in 
the presence of peace, plenty and prosperity ; which literally under- 
‘stood, imply the cessation, both of all moral and all physical evil 
during their continuance, and a state of things which must be the 
perfection of human society on earth.”’§ 

The adjustment of these magnificent promises or prophesies, to 
‘any thing which has thus far appeared in the world, requires princi- 
ples of interpretation which would justify a wide departure from theit 
literal import. Accordingly, some who adopt the spiritual system, 
consider such representations as nothing more than highly figurative 
‘or poetical descriptions of such things as we see, or may hope for, 
without any change of dispensations. Referring as they do, to the 
kingdom of God, which is a spiritual and not an earthly kingdom, ot 
a kingdom on earth, they believe these prophecies must be spiritually 
interpreted, because literally understood they are as they suppose, 
absurd and inconsistent with the nature of the kingdom they are in- 
tended to describe.|| They divest these promises therefore, of so much 
‘of their magnificence as transcends the things seen or hoped for on 
earth, as the result of the moral means now in use to extend the gos 


—~-———- 


lion and other beasts of prey, fed in Paradise, as beasts of prey fed at this hour?” (See 
‘Gen. 1,50.) ‘‘Or must we not rather acknowledge that this was one, amongst many in- 
stances of the curse of Adam’s covenant coming on the beast of the field, as it did ou the 
field itself for man’s sake? ‘The really strange thing is, that one animal should prey upon 
‘another, and the removal of this, will only be one effect of the restoration of the prime- 
val peace, which prevailed during the period of man’s imnocency and which will be re- 
stored in that season ‘of rest which remaineth for the people of God” when the creature 
itself (which was made subject to vanity, not willingly) shall also be delivered from the 
bondage of corruption into the glorious liberty of the children of God,—Rom. 8, 20-23. 
These expectations however, are by some interpreters, deemed so extravagant as to be 
‘quite unworthy ot credit by sensible men, Our object is not to offer av opinion upen this 
matter, but rather to shew how contradictory are the opinions of men whom courtesy, as 
‘well as truth compels us to believe ate not only men o/ sense, but of learning. ‘The sub 
ject belongs, according tc the millenarian system, to a future economy, about which it is 
not of practical momeut to “. 

* Ts. 32; 14, 1I5B—31; 1, 2,6, 741; 18, 19-43; 19, 20—51; 3—55; 13—11; 6, 8—35; 9— 
65: 25—Hos. 2: 18. 

ih Bt 454 13, 14—59; 20, 21—605 21. Jes.3; 15, 1931; 31, 34—32; 39,40. Ezek. 

s. ; 13, 5 20, . 5 15, 331, 339,40. Ezek. 
11; 19, 20—36; 25 27. Zeph. 3;9, 12.13. Mal. 3;3, 4, 17,18. Ps. 85,9; 11. Is. 2, 4— 
11; 9, 13—60; 18. Mic 4,3. Ps. 46; 8,9. 

. 4; 5, 6—25; 6, 830; 19—32; 15, 19—33; 20, 2249; 9..10—51; 11—54; 13. 177— 
62; 8, 9—65; 17, 25. Jer. 23; 3, 6—31; 12. 14. Ezek. 28; 24, 26—34; 11, 16, 23, 31. 
Hos. 2; 21,22. Joel 3,18. Amos 9; 13,15. Micah 4; 4—5;4—7; 14. Zeph. 3; 15. 
Zech. 3; 10—9; 10, 17—14; 11. Ps. 36; 5, 10—65; 9, 13—72; 2, 7, 12.14,16. See Gres 
well on the Parables, Vol. 1, Introd. part 1, chap. 12, p. 234 to p. 252. . 

\|« If Lam asked then, why I give a spiritual exegesis to all those passages which re- 
spect his (Messiah’s) future reign on earth, my answer is, that I do it for a reason like 
that which leads me to explain all the anthropopathic expressions concerning God and the 
future world in a spiritual manner, i. e. because any other exegesis would be utterly x 

sed to the well known and certain nature and condition of the messianic reign. u 
Siisten of God cometh not with observation. It is spiritual, internal, moral. The happi- 
ness for, which it prepares men, is of this character, and therefore the preparation itself 
must be congruous and appropriate.” Rev. Professor Stuart’s Hint, &c., see App. 186-7. 
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pel and increase its power upon the hearts of men. They are driven 
to this by their own theory ; for believing this dispensation to be the 
last and the most glorious God has appointed to take place on earth ; 
either these descriptions of the ancient prophets must find their ful- 
filment in it, or they can have no earthly application whatever. 
Now if the spiritualist could be convinced that this dispensation is 
not the final one, but only introductory to one far more glorious, 
which is yet to take place on earth, he might be persuaded, perhaps, 
to refer, as the literalist does, the fulfilment of these predictions to 
that future economy. 

The literalist on the other hand, believes that this dispensation of 
the gospel among the gentiles is limited in its continuance to the 
times of t the gentiles, and that it is not in any sense the ron gm of 
God foretold by the ancient prophets. The kingdom of God he ad- 
mits, was brought to the Jewish nation and offered to them, by the 
Lord Jesus Christ himself, during his _ ministry on earth. 
Yet that kingdom, when it was rejected by that people, was taken 
from them, and is now, so to speak, in abeyance, and will so con- 
tinue, during all the times of the gentiles. The dispensation which 
now is, he believes is appointed only to gather an elect people from 
Jews and gentiles into the place of the Jewish nation which, though 
originally the elect nation, and in fact called the sons of the kingdom, 
fell from their high privileges, and will continue in dispersion and 
unbelief till the elect church which will constitute another elect na- 
tion shall be fully gathered. How long this order of things will con- 
tinue, he knows not, but he watches, as he believes he is commanded, 
continually for its end. When the end shall come,—be it sooner or 
later,—he believes a new order of things will suddenly be introduced 
by the advent in glory, of the store. 9 Adam, with myriads of his 
holy ones. It is to this future but constantly expected advent, he 
looks for the coming of the kingdom of God. He thinks it not in- 
credible that God should then fulfil, under the — reign of 
Messiah, Hterally, all that the prophets have foretold concerning this 
kingdom, and the condition of the earth over which it shali be estab- 
lished.* If these things are not to be so fulfilled he knows not how 
they can be fulfilled at all. Accordingly he believes these and many 
similar predictions—even the greater part of the ancient prophecies 
—to be unfulfilled, and he refers them to a future state of the world 
in which the condition of human society, and the constitution of na- 
ture, shall undergo a change corresponding exactly, with the truth 
and plainness of the promises themselves. Now if the literalist could 
be convinced, that the present dispensation or order of things, is the 
final one; and that his expectations of such a future, or of any fu- 
ture economy on earth are visionary, he might be persuaded—per- 
haps even compelled—to join with the spiritualist in his views of 
interpretation. ; 

These we suppose are some of the reasons of the author for believ- 








*“ As Adam had a world made for him, so shall Jesus Christ the second Adam have a 
world made for him. This world was not good enough for him; he hath a better appoint- 
ed than that the fist Adam had—a new heaven and a new earth according to Isaiah 65; 
17, 25—66; 22, where the saints shall reign with him.” Dr. Godwin’s exposition of the 
Epistle to the Ephesians 1; 21. “ 
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ing the right decision of the question concerning the nature of the 
present dispensation—whether it be the kingdom of God come, or 
whether that kingdom is yet future—would tend to reconcile con- 
flicting opinions. And indeed, it seems to us, a question which, if 
it could be resolved to the satisfaction of both parties, would virtually 
resolve all other points of controversy between them of any import- 
ance. It is a question too which may be discussed by itself, and as 
we shall endeavour to shew, without much embarrassment from con- 
troverted principles of interpretation. 

But before submitting to the reader the outlines of an argument 
upon this question, it is proper to promise a few observations concern- 
ing the nature of the kingdom which literalists or millenarians* look 
for, as yet tocome. This is necessary, in order to prevent miscon- 
ceptions. Undoubtedly, there is considerable diversity of opinion 
among millenarians upon this subject. This will be obvious, to any 
one acquainted with their writings. Some there are, who cautiously 
confine their inquiries to a few general points of doctrine. They 
confess themselves ignorant of many questions touching the details 
or minute arrangements of the expected economy. They believe 
that light is withheld upon many points, because it would be of no 
use to the church in its present condition ; but when the kingdom 
shall come, God will adhe further manifestations of his will, and 
elucidate many matters about which, at present, they can only con- 
jecture. Others more bold, push their inquiries further than they 

ave clear light, and undertake to pronounce with confidence upon 
almost every inquiry which the curiosity of men can suggest, con- 
cerning the coming, the progress or the consummation of the kingdom. 
In the observations about to be submitted, we hope to confine our- 
selves to the views which the first of these classes would approve. 
It would be gratuitous to go farther: for, as has been said already, 
the whole controversy depends upon a few great questions which are 
in no respect, connected with a multitude of matters to which curi- 
osity, or rashness, has given great, and we may add, undue promi- 
nence and importance. ‘ 

We begin then, by observing that the millenium is commonly 
understood of a state or condition of things on the earth. The word 
s used to denote a period of unwonted happiness and holiness, to be 
enjoyed by mortal men, dwelling upon the earth. In this, we be- 
lieve both spiritualists and literalists agree. Both derive the term 
from Rev. xx. 2, when the binding of Satan, during a thousand years, 


* We fear we shall not use these words with due disctimination. If we understand 
them however, the denomination of literalists has — to their principles of interpreta- 
tion—that of miilenarians to the doctrinal results of their principles, Mr. Cuninghame 
we observe, prefers the terms /iteralists and my ae to millenarians and anti-millena- 


rians. In fact, if millenarians are those who believe in a mi/lenium, all Christians, so far 
as we know, are millenarians; for all believe in a millenium past or to come, of some 
sort. Nor can we well distinguish those who expect a millenium before the coming of 
Christ, as spiritual millenarians, from:those who expect the millenium as a new economy 
to come after the advent; because if we believe the latter, the millenial personal reign of 
Christ and his saints, which they expect will be spiritual, and that too, in a much higher 
sense, than the term is understood by their opponents. However, we will manage these 
terms as well as we can; but if we should, in the judgment of the reader, blunder occa- 
sionally as very likely we shall, we can only crave his indulgence. By millenarians, we 


nee those, who believe that the second advent of Christ will take place before the mil- 
nium, 
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is foretold. But in this sense of the word, it is not equivalent to the’ 
expression ‘kingdom of heaven” or “kingdom of God’”’—nor does: 
the word in this sense extend to the state or condition of the saints 
of the first resurrection. ‘‘ Flesh and blood,” says the Apostle Paul,* 
“cannot inherit the kingdom of God,’’ but flesh and blood will in- 
herit the blessings of the millenium. ‘The kingdom of God’ and 
“the millenium” are not therefore, equivalent or convertible expres-- 
sions. This distinction was overlooked by some at least of the 
ancient Chiliasts, and hence their error with all its consequent absur-_ 
dities arose. They did not distinguish between the risen saints of 
the first resurrection and the nations in the flesh, which, according: 
to the views of those whose opinions we are stating, are still to be 
continued on the earth; to whom, and not to the children of the resur-- 
rection, promises of earthly enjoyment are made.t Some, and per- 
haps many, modern millenarians commit the same mistake; and 
others who do not, are not always sufficiently careful to distinguish, 
as they should, between the kingdom of God and the condition of 
the earth and its inhabitants during the millenial period of that king- 
dom. To conceive rightly of that future economy, the reader must: 
consider the whole family of Adam under six divisions: (1) The 
righteous dead.—(2) The wicked dead.—(3) Believers in Christ or ~ 
the saints, or the elect who shall be alive at the coming of the Lord 
Jesus Christ.—(4) Apostate Christians or rather those wicked men, 
to whom the gospel has been preached, and by whom it has been. 
abused and rejected—(5) The unevangelized nations, which, how- 
ever guilty, have not committed the sin of corrupting or rejecting’ 
the gospel and treading under foot the Son of God.—-(6) The posteri- 
ty of Israel. Of these, the righteous dead, say the millenarians, will 
be raised and the righteous living or the living elect will be changed. 
at the coming of the Lord, and both be manifested to the universe as’ 
the sons of God and the heirs of his kmgdom.t The wicked dead 
will, as they suppose, remain in the place to which they have de- 
parted, there to continue till the millenium be past. Upon apostate 
Christians, the Lord at his coming, will inflict dreadful, if not exter- 
minating judgment, while he will wholly spare or treat with much 
less severity, the unevangelized nations of the earth. One class: 
more remains—the scattered and oppressed sons of Jacob; these, the’ 
. 15; 50, 

' See Fr a the Second Advent, vol. 1, p.410. Commentary on Is. 60; 21,22. Jo- 
seph Caryll a member of the Westminster Assembly of Divines in his commendation: 
imprimatur) of a millenarian work by Dr. Natlianiel Homes, called “ The Resurrection 
Revealed,” says ‘And whereas some have been and still are apt to abuse this doctrine 
by making it an’occasion to the flesh, and of heating themselves in the expectation of car- 
nal liberty and worldly glory; I find this author has cautiously forelaid and prevented all 
such abuses, by shewing’ the excee:ling spirituality and holiness of this state, to which, as- 
none but the truly holy can attain ; so having attained it they stall walk in the heighth of 
holiness. I therefore judge this book very useful forthe saints and worthy of public view,’’ 

{See Toplady’s Works, vol Il, p. 470. ‘This author, whose zeal for the doctrines of 
grace will not be disputed, avows his belief in a first resurrection, or resurrection of the _ 
elect, to take place a. thousand years before this general resurrection and in the personal 
reign of Christ on earth. The whole period of this personal reign is the day of ent 
and the acts by which it will be introduced, at the advent, and the acts by which it will 
be closed at this general resurrection, are in the language of Scripture, acts of the morn-: 
ing and evening—the beginning and ending of the same day. “ The day of the Lord is 
as a thousand years” &c. See Mede’s Works, book 3, chap. 11th, Pp. 3, edition in: 
folio. The text from which the Jewish Church expected the great day of judgment:is 
Dan: vii. 9, 21, 22 to which Jude refers in his Epistle, verse 6. 
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millenarian believes, will be gathered, perhaps before, perhaps amid 
the judgments and overturnings of that day, and at least a remnant 
of them, be made a nation again, in the land which God gave to 
Ahraham. To restored Isreal then, and.to the saved or spared na- 
tions of the earth, will belong the earthly blessings of the millenium, 
while the risen and Gants saints will inherit the higher glories and 
intenser joys of the kingdom of God.* The coming of the kingdom 
of. God will concur in point of time, with the binding of Satan, but 
the binding of Satan will be only one of the effects of its coming. 
The saved nations being delivered from the power of the great de- 
‘ceiver, and sanctified by the Holy Spirit,t will yield a willing and 
perfect obedience to the Lord Jesus Christ as the appointed ruler in 
the kingdom ef Ged. The condition of the earth and its inhabitants, 
during the period in question, therefore, is the result or effect of the 
coming of the kingdom of God, and the millenium strictly considered, 
designates merely a period in the duration of that kingdom or an 
economy of that kingdom considered as come and established over 
the pe 

Another remark which it seems proper to make, is that the king- 
dom which the Lord Jesus Christ as the son of man will exercise 
during the millenial economy, will not be confined to this earth. It 
is frequently said by way of objection, that the period of our Lord’s 
humiliation is past, as if his coming to the earth personally to reign 
over it, would be to undergo another humiliation. Now he is seated 
on the throne of glory in the heavens—shall he leave that throne to 
preside in a city or reign over even the whole earth as a kingdom ?} 


* Dr. Whitby’s objections (in Treatise on the Millenium, chap. 1V, sec. 1, second head) 
are applied to a theory which supposes the saints of the first resurrection will be raised 
or changed mto bodies which shall be still mortal and corruptible, having need of meat 
and drink. See also arg. 2, sec. 2, Fourth subdivision. 

1 cee Essays on the Miilenium, published in the Literalist, vul, I, Essay 1; 

P- . } : ‘ 
? t The idea of the personal reign of the Lord Jesus Christ on.earth, is a great stumbling 
‘block in the way of many persons, But the idea of a personal reign does not, in the view 
of many, involve the necessity of his constant personal, visible presence. Mede says 
<see his works, 603-4, folio edition.) —“ The presence of Christ in this kingdom will no 
doubt be glorious and evident, yet I dare not so much as imagine (which some ancients 
appear to have thought) that it should be a visible converse upon earth, for the kingdom 
of: Christ ever hath been and shall be a regnum coe/orum—a kingdom whose throne and 
kingly residence is in heaven. ‘There he was installed, when he sate down at the right 
hand of Majesty on High. (Heb. 1.)....... Yet we may grant he shall appear and be 
visibly revealed from heaven, especially for the calling and gathering of his ancient peo- 
le, for-whom, in the days of old, he did so many wonders.” He then refers to Rev. i. 7, 
atth. xxiv. 30, Dan vii. 13, Zech. xii. 10, in proof of this last point. Some millenarians 
‘however, venture farther than Mede upon this subject ;—although Dr. Godwin aud many 
others do not. Deschamps, the author of a translation of Isaiah into the French language, 
(who was not a millenarian, though he believed in the literal restoration of the Jews) con- 
sidered Is, iv. 5, as signifying that “ God: will es upon Mount Sion, over the 
place chosen there to be worshipped, the cloud which, during the day, was as a thick 
smoke, and as a brilliant flame by night” &c., upon which he eupzosts a —- wheth- 
er it will be /iterally fulfilled, or whether it is to be understood allegorica _ part. The 
w. Perhaps, 


— he does not attempt to resolve. ‘The event alone, he says, will 
ede had allusion to some symbol or manifestation of the Divine presence like this, with- 
ont determining for any thing more. As the question belongs to.a future economy, ac- 
cording to the millenarian view, the wisest course is, to refer the solution, as M 

amps do, to the event. ‘The great questionsupon which the whole matter depends, 
may be resolved without a more certain determination of this point than Mede appears to 
thave made. See also “‘ Jerusalem’s Glory,” by Jeremiah a (one of the West- 


minster Assembly,) published 1675, under the 7th particular, p.65. ‘‘I say the glorious 
presence of Christ. I do not say the personal presence.of Christ in his body, for that 
would require arguing and much disputing,” &c. 
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But the millenarians or literalists, if we understand their views, do 
not suppose that when the kingdom of God shall come on earth, that 
it will be confined to it or be limited, in its duration, to a thousand 
ears. Nor do ge suppose the Lord Jesus Christ, the appointed 
eir of all things, who has ascended far above all heavens, that he 

may fill all things, will, during that period or any future period, con- 
fine his presence to the earth or his dominion to the sons of Adam. 
They do suppose however, that at the epoch in question, the king- 
dom and dominion, and greatness of the kingdom under the whole 
heaven will be added to his already immeasureably vast domains, 
‘“‘As the Son of God,” says Mr. Greswell,* “his kingdom and the 
administration of it, is from everlasting; as son of man, he now 
reigns by virtue of a commission derived from the Father in the me- 
diatorial kingdom and actually exercises sovereign power over all, 
but the Father, himself. At his second inating, the will enter upon 
and exercise another kingdom, extending over all the earth as the 
Son of David andthe Messiah of Israel.” This last kingdom, they 
suppose, is represented in the parable of the noblemant who went 
into a far country, to receive for himself a kingdom and to return. 
The accession of the Lord Jesus Christ at his second coming to this 
new kingdom, will not be the relinquishment of his natural or here- 
ditary kingdom as the Son of God; nor of his mediatorial kingdom 
as the son of man. It will be no new humiliation, but a triam 
over Satan, sin and the curse, and the restoration of a lost world to its 
proper place in the creation of God. Cowper conceived more justly 
cf the object of the Saviour’s advent in his kingdom in the following 
lines : 

** Come then, and added to thy many} crowns 

Receive yet one, the crown of all the earth 

Thou who alone art worthy! ‘Thine it was 

By ancient covenant, e’er Nature’s birth, 

And thou hast made it thine by purchase since, 

And overpaid its value-by thy blood, 

Come then, and-added to thy many crowns 

’ Receive yet one, as radiant as the rest, 
Due to thy last and most effectual work, 
Thy word fulfilled, the conquest of a world.”’ 


These observations are sufficient also to guard the reader against 
another misconception touching the condition of the glorified saints ; 
but as it is some times complained of, we add a further explanation. 
It is often objected, that the millenarian hypothesis robs the saints of 
the glories of heaven and sinks their joys to the level of sense. 
Their bodies it is said, will be spiritual and glorious and they cannot 
belong to a material world. Now their spirits enjoy the beatific vi- 
sion of God. They dwell in his presence, where is fulness of joy;— 
shall they be degraded from their thrones of glory to the things of 
earth and sense 5 Such is the objection ; Mr. Fry admits, in a pas- 
sage before cited, that this objection might be justly applied to the 
doctrines of the ancient Chiliasts—he means those who embraced 


*Greswell on the Parables, vol. IV, pp. 491—500. + Luke xix. 11—27, 
t Rev. xix. 12, Vadnara WoAAa. 
§ See Whitby’s Treatise on the Millenium, ehap. 5, sec. 1,—also Arg. 2, sec. 2. 
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the error of Cerinthus. We have seen however, that orthodox mil- 
lenarians distinguish between the millenium, properly so called, and 
the ore of God,—between nations in the dwelling on earth, 
who wil inherit the former, and the glorified saints of the first resur- 
rection, who will inherit the latter. The world andthe myriads of 
mortal men who shall then inhabit it,* will be subjects in that king» 
us 

Duf- 








dom over which the risea and glorified saints, under their 
head, will be rulers. This distinction is briefly stated by Dr. 
field, at p. 162 of his Dissertations. A writer of considerable emi- 
nence among millenarians, remarks that the saints are not called in 
the Scriptures, swhjects of Christ. The title “King of Saints” tho 
often —— by spiritualists, to the Lord Jesus is, in Rev. xv. 
& y place where it eccurs,) applied to the Lord God Almighty. 
saints on the contrary, are called joint heirs, with Christ;—they 
have his promise that they shall sit upon Covapoer—thgs they shall sit 
with him on his throne—they shall judge the world; angels, the 
twelve tribes of Israel. They are d his friends, his brethren, 
and himself their first born brother. They are called his redeemed, 
the children of his Father, sons of God, sons of the resurrection, his 
own children, his witnesses, his bride, his members, members of his 
body, of his flesh and of his bones, his fellow sufferers, fellow kings 
fellow priests: they are said to be one with him.t Now if the reader 
will consider how great and glorious he is, to whom the saints will 
be thus allied, sustaining in fact the most intimate and most endear- 
ing of all relations, he will not think lightly of the glories of their in- 
heritance, or of their employments in economy to come, whether 


in heaven or on earth. the Lord Jesus Christ, the head of this 


body, it is written: ‘Thou madest him a little lower than 
e angels,—-thou crownedst him with glory and honour, and didst 
set him over the work of thy hands,—thou hast put all things in sub- 
jection under his feet; for in that he hath put ings in subjection . 
under him, he hath left nothing that is not put under him; but now, 
we see. not yet all things put under him.”’} = ‘‘ But when he saith all 
things are put under him, it is manifest that he is excepted that did 
all things under him.’’§ “ Who hath translated us into the ki 
dom of the Son of his love . . . who is the image of the invisible God, 
the first born of every creature—or the first producer of every crea- 


* Dr. Scott (on Rev. xx. 4-6) says “ we may readily . . , allow, that the number of per- 
sons who shall live on the earth, during the millenium, may be inynensely greater 
the whole multitude of ail the preceding anes.” F 

+ We should have said that the author referred to, is remarking upon the common phrase 
“ gospel kingdom.” He says it has no scriptural warrant. The gospel can neither reign 
nor be reigned over. It is an improper abbreviation of the larger phrase “ The glad tide 
ings of the kingdom of the heavens.” In John 1; 11, the Jews are referred to, as 

of the t.ord Jesus as the Christ—See Ps. 81; 13, 16, compared with Matth. 

, 39.—Is. 30; 26. The Jews however will be restored to God’s’ favour and their owa 
land hereafter.—Rom. 9, 25, 27. will then become the subjects of Christ, their king, 
in the siagtom of God come on earth; and will then constitute the peculiar people or 
subjects of Christ among all the nations of the earth Christ does indeed now reign in 
the hearts of believers, and they are his servants, 3opAos, but this fact does not justify the 

rase “ gospel kingdom” or the inference that this dis tion is the ki of heav- 
nade the drift of the author, in the passage foten which the sbote cone are 
taken, as we understand him. , 

t Heb. 2; 7, 8. § 1 Cor. 15; 27. 
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tion*---for by him were all things created—things in the heavens and 
things on the earth—things visible and things invisible, whether 
thrones, dominions or principalities or powers—all things were creat- 
ed by him and for him, and he is before all things, and by him do alt 
things consist. And he is the head of the body, the church, who is 
the beginning, the first born from the dead, that in all things he a 
have the preeminence.”’+ ‘‘He that descended is the same also that 
ascended far above all heavens that he might fill all things.”"t 
Literalists are bound by their principles to receive all these Scrip- 
tures in their full and obvious import. Nor do they think them, 
when thus understood, at all incompatible with their ‘views of the 
personal reign of Christ and his saints on earth, in the kingdom of 
God. To the question which is often asked, how is it possible for 
numbers so vast, as those which will compose the redeemed church, 
when raised from the dead, to find a resting place upon so incon- 
siderable a planet as this, they answer that they will not;—nor do 
their views of the kingdom of God suppose that they will. Being 
made like the angels and equal to the angels, they will not be con- 
fined to the earth by any necessity of their nature. The heavens, 
the whole realm of Christ as the son of man will be open to them. 
Being heirs of God and conformed to the body of the glory of Christ, 
and one with him, they will be with him, wherever he is, beholdin 
his glory and executing, as the messengers of his power, his hig 
behests, throughout the kingdom of God.§ It is a misconception 
therefore, to suppose that the glorified saints will leave the heavens, 
in order again to become isolated and permanently fixed upon earth 
and mingle and jostle with men in the flesh, and share-in their vari- 
ous occupations, as if they were subject to the same necessities ot 
food, raiment and shelter. Yet they do believe the glorified saints 
will have intercourse—perhaps frequent and intimate intercourse— 
with the inhabitants of the earth ;|| although the manner of it, they 
are unable to explain. If the spiritualist demands explicitness upon 
this point, and many others, which may be stated, touching the ex- 
era economy, the literalist in his turn inquires of the spiritualist, 
ow could Moses and Elias appear to the disciples, Peter, James and 
John, on the holy mount?—how could they join in conversation 
with the Lord Jesus both audible and intelligible to the disciples ? 
How did they so suddenly disappear from their view? The power 
of God, who raised up Jesus from the dead,.shewed him openly from 
time to time during forty days, not to all the people, but to chosen 
witnesses. Where was he during the intervals of apparition? What 
was the manner of his being asa man? Could he be seen by others? 
He appeared and disappeared in a manner quite” unaccountable to 
the disciples—suddenly standing among them and joining in their 
conversation and then vanishing out of their sight. 


* See Appendix to Sirr’s Letters on the First Resurrection, re-published in the 5th vol. 
of the Literalist, by O. Rogers, Philad’a.—Isodorus Pelusiot, Lib. 3, Ep. 31, there cited 
on the word wewroroxos. 

+Col.1; 13,14. {Eph.4;10. Seealso Heb. 7; 26—8; 1 14—2; 10. Eph. 1; 23. 

Cuninghame on the remillenial Advent of Messiah Preface to edition’ eb he 
published in the Literalist. ; 


— Prospects of the Christian Church, chap. 8, published in the Ist vol. of the 
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These examples,* and the instances of angelic intercourse with 
men, of which there are many,t are relied upon by literalists to prove 
the possibility of effective interposition by the risen saints in—yea the 
most absolute control over—the affairs of this world, without sup 
ing them confined to it. They deny that it lies on them: to show 
how such intercourse will or can take place, because the spiritualist 
is equally unable to explain these recorded facts which involve the 
same difficulty. 

We do not affirm that the millenariaas are right in these views: 
our object is rather to state for the consideration of the reader, certain 
points of doctrine and certain distinctions, which some who hold 
such views, think necessary to prevent misconceptions. They think 
a mere statement of their opinions, whether well or ill founded, is 
sufficient to shew the ihapplicability of many objections, which are 
brought against them. Jerome, for example, who was one of the 
earliest and most influential opposers of the millenarians, expresses 
himself in the following terms: “I do not envy those persons, (their 
opinions) if they are so fond of earth as to miss and desire again, 
earthly enjoyments in the kingdom of Christ; and after a surfeit of 
meat and drink till the throat and belly are crammed full, seek next 
for those things’’ &c.t We cite no further for a reason which will 
appear to the reader upon consulting the context of the place refer- 
red to. In the sequel of the same passages he says; ‘not that after 
rising again, we are to eat and drink, as the te Me will have 
it, and that immortal and incorruptible bodies, are to be supported by 
earthly aliments. Otherwise, where there is meat and drink, dis- 
eases must also come next, and where there is disease a physician 
must be called, and where there are physicians, there are frequently 
deaths, and then again a resurrection and a new round of existence.’’§ 


* Mark 16; 9, 10, 12,14, 19. Matth- 28;9,16.20. Luke 24; 13, 32, 36, 43, 44, 49, 52. 
John 20; 19,31. John 21; t,25. Acts 1;9. Matth. 27; 52 53. 

tGen. 16;7. Nurhb. 23; $3, 24, 31,34 J 6; 11, 12, 21, 2213; 3, 16,20. Gen. 

511. 1 Kings 19;5. Mark 16; 5.’ Matth. 28; 5. Luke 24; 3,8. Acts 1; 10, 11—12; 
7, 10—27; 23. 

tSee Mede’s Works, folio edition, p, 836, Epistle 64, Mr. Mede to Mr. Estwick. The 
Passage in Jerome, occurs in his preface to the 18th book of his Commentary on Isaiah, 
Tom. 5th, p 242 See also his Commentary on Isaiah 53; and on Ezek. 33. 

§ Robert Philip in his little volume on “Redemption, or the New Song in Heaven” says 
*‘ medern millenarians would readily agree, &c., were it not preceded by appeals to Chris- 
tian experience, which recognize as true Christians, millions who either know nothing or 
care nothing abou their carnal and teigar notions of Christ’s personal reign on earth. 
They mean by the mutual reign of Ckrist and Christians on earth nothing more or better 
than the mother of Zebebee’s children meant when she wished her two sons might be prime 
ministers of the Messiah in a temporal ki: . To sit at his right or his left hand even 
in the clouds—to be stared at by the world and envied by the church seems to be the height 
of their ambition, and the very climax of glory. And because good men however wise, 
care nothing aboat such a distinction, millenarians reckon them foolish, if net bad mea. 
+++... 1 willingly resign the clouds both as thrones and chariots to those who have a taste 
for such crial elevation .. : Short and slight as this reference to modern notions of 
the personal reign of Christ on earth is, it is too jong for my own patience and too moder- 
ate fur my own feelings - Their selfish secular enjoyments, I willingly leave 
for the pleasure of joiing angels in their joy over penitents ... . I have no syeapateg of 
any kind (except pity for them) with those perverted minds, who can treat the church as 
Babvlon because she does not treat the world as Sodom My pity for modern mil- 
fenarians proves no more, what is the mind of the spirit, than does their contempt for 
me,” &c. pp. 128—130, ed. New York, 1835,—D. Appleton & Co. The last of these 
remarks is very just. Pity and contempt are very poor arguments ; although, if in the 
state of mind which their existence supposes, we may not be able to appreciate properly 
better ones. It may be added that Dr. Whitby’s notion of the millenarian theory was, 
that the saints afler rising from the dead were to live again on earth a 1ife of indolence 
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It is possible, Jerome had in view the followers of Cerinthus, al- 
though this seems hardly probable, when all that he has written is 
considered. However this may be, it is needless to say that objec- 
tions of this sort, do not lie against the doctrine as it has thus far 
been stated. 

Others have objected that the millenarian scheme contemplates a 
kingdom in which all must of necessity be rulers, and none subjects. 
All Christians they say, will be kings and priests unto God. Who 
then will be subjects, when all men shall be converted? This objec- 
tion say the literalists, lies rather against the popular hypothesis of a 
spiritual millenium before the coming of Christ, than against the sys- 
tem in question. _Literalists contend that the promise of the kingdom 
and priest-hood is confined to the elect church* which will be gath- 
ered during this dispensation. This elect church, which is also called 
the church of the first born, will be complete, when the Lord shall 
come and introduce the new dispensation. If it be inquired, what 
shall become of the saints who shall be born or be converted after 
the church of the First Born is complete, and during the millenium ? 
whether they shall be translated, or die, and go into a separate state, 
or into heaven, or be aggregated immediately or ultimately to the 
church of the First Born ? or what shall become of the saints who shall 
be living, at the eve of the general resurrection and final judgment ? 
—these, replies the literalist, are inquiries which concern not us, who 
now live, and cannot be resolved perhaps by any light we now have; 
yet if it can be established, that there is an economy yet to come on 
this earth, which will be introduced by the coo FY advent of the 
Lord Jesus Christ and the resurrection of his saints, the spiritualist 
is as much bound to consider and resolve for himself any difficulty 
which may be involved in these questions, as the literalist; who de- 
nies the nght of the spiritualist to assume that a question touching 
the details of a future economy which we have not sufficient light to 
answer, amounts, in itself, to an irrefutable argument against the fu- 
turity of such an economy. 

But we must not dwell too long upon xc objections. Enough 
has been said to shew, that some who believe in the premillenial ad- 
vent and personal reign of the Lord Jesus Christ and his saints, en- 
tertain the same views of their exalted condition, that the spiritualists 
do. The difficulty is to shew how the glories of their condition are 
compatible with the doctrine of their personal reign on earth. 

e add in this place another objection, often made, which appears 
to be founded in a misconception of the doctrine. Millenarians, as 
we have seen, expect the actual restoration of the Jews to their own 
land, and their future pre-eminence among the nations. Now no- 
thing is more clearly established it is said, than the fact that the Jews 
have lost their pre-eminence,—the middle wall of partition which 
formerly existed between Jews and gentiles, is kroken down: nay 


and peace and plenty in the enjoyment of the goods of fortane faring deliciously, eating 
and drinking &c.—(See Treatise on Millenium, ebap. |. see 4. chap. 4, Arg. 3, sec. 3 } 
He admits however that Methodius (among the ancients though he says he is the only oue 
who does so) denies that the saints will be thus employed alter the resurrection. 

* See Cuniughame ou the Pre-milienial Advent of Messiuh, Pref, to 2d edit. uear the 
end, pp. xxviii and xxix.—Published in the Literatist. 
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more, believing gentiles, we are taught, are the children of the prom- 
ise and are in truth the seed of Abraham, rather than the unbelieving 
Jews who are children after the flesh.—Rom. iii. 29; ix. 8. Gal. iii. 
7, 14. Eph. ii. 14.* Why then should the Jews be restored at all ? 
or if restored, how is their. future pre-eminence consistent with the 
conclusion which Paul laboured so earnestly to establish, fo wit : that 
the same Lord over all is rich unto all (without distinction) that call 
upon him ?>—Rom. x. 12. 

We may premise that there is a difference among spiritualists upon 
the question of the political restoration of the Jews. Some deny it 
altogether.—They spiritualize the prophecies which seem to predict 
their actual restoration; making them to signify nothing more than 
their conversion and reception into the fife. Others receive these 
prophecies, so far as they relate to the mere fact of their return, liter- 
ally ; and they suppose that the Jews, when restored and converted, 
will be made the honoured instruments in the hand of God of rapidly 
extending the church and introducing the millenium.t The literalist 
agrees precisely with neither. He believes the Jews will be politi- 
cally restored, or at least a remnant of them; but his views of the 
prophecies and other scriptures, lead him to postpone that event, till 
this dispensation is virtually if not actually and formally closed, and 
the Lord Jesus Christ shall come or be about to come to judgment.t 
Until then, that is, until the close of this economy, he holds that the 
Jew will have no pre-eminence over the gentile; in other words, he 
believes that all the apostles have written, will be found true, till 
‘the dispensation for which it was written, shall end. Whether the 
end of this dispensation, be near or remote is another question; the 
decision of which, can have no effect upon this. For let it be estab- 
lished, that it certainly is remote, as many spiritualists believe, then 





* Mr. Miller, whose views create so much sensation in some parts of the country at pre- 
sent, adopts the same reasoning. He deimes the actual rest-ration of the Jews, and spirit- 
ualizes. as our author says, all that 1s said about their conversion aud restoration.—(Nee 
Dissertations, p. 389.) author considers Mr. Miller and his followers the most ultra- 
spiritualists of the day, as in order to maintain the:r chronological conclusions they alle- 

ize those prophecies which speak of the restoration of the Jews, the battles of Gog and 

. the destruction of antichrist, ihe millenium &c., aud say they will have their ac- 

complishment in the resurrection of the dead, the renovation of the globe and the eternal 

state of things 'o be introduced immediately at Christ’s coming.—See pp 157-8. Accord- 

ing to this, they are neither literalists vor millenarians, but spiritualists of a particular kind. 

If we are tightly i.formed, Mr. Miller, and those who agree with hun publicly, avow their 
decided dissent from millenarians of the literal school. , 

+See Whithy’s Treatise on the Millenium and his discourse of the calling of the Jews, 
appended to his notes on Rom. xi. : 5 , 

PA semartk may be necexsary to prevent a misconception of “the judgment,” as mil- 
lenarians understand it—The jodgment is (ww fact) a whole dispensation —it is not a na- 
tural day of twenty-four hours, but a day of the Lord, which ts as a thousand years. — 
2 Pet 35% Ps.954. Lis a long period including the whole personal seign of Christ, 
as it iscalled. Judzcare, to judge, si fien the same as 


° rnure, rege: e, proeesse, to 
overn, to rule, to be the head over.—See Judges 3; ray ar 2,3—12; 7,8, 11, 1: 3— 
5; 20—16; 31. Ruth 1,1. 1 Sam. 4; 18—7; 15, 16. 17—8; 5.6, 20. 1 Kings 3;9. 


2 Kgs 15; 5—93; 22. 1 Chron 16; 33. 2 Chron. 1; 10, 11—26;21 Ps 7; 8—9; $— 
67; 172; 2—75; ; 1—82; 3 10. IS—1.0; 6_(and according to seme, Prov. 29; 
14—31; 9.) Is. 254—16;5. Wan 9; 12. Mir.4;3 Zach.3;7. ‘The beguming and enu- 
mg of this long-period or day will be as they suppose especially signajized by the -tupend- 
ous miracles of the first and secoud resurrection, aud by acts of retributive judgment ; 
while the utervening interval, will be a period of judgment iu the more general »euse in- 
dicated by the places cited. {ke ths seuse of ruling and governi.g, they uaderstand the 
promise of our Lord to his disciples that they should sit ou twelve an on the 
twelve trines of Istael.—Luke 22; 30. Matth. 19; 28. See 1 Cor. 6;2. Rev. 3; 5 10 
~@0;6. See Mede’s works ou this point, p. 772 w folio, also pp. 602-3, 
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the belief of the literalist as well as of the spiritualist is, that until 
that remote event shall occur, the middle wall of partition will re- 
main as it is,—breken down; no difference will be put between Jew 
and gentile. Believing gentiles will be reckoned children of Abra- 
ham, rather than the unbelieving Jews. Nay; so far from allowing to 
the Jews any pre-eminence over the gentiles, during: this dispensa- 
tion, the advantage in point of fact, as the literalist maintains, will be 
rather on the side of the gentiles. For till then the Jews asa nation 
or race will continue, as they have been, for nearly eighteen centu- 
ries, a dispersed and an oppressed people, and what is of much more 
importance, their blindness and obduracy, will, by the just t ud ent 
of God be allowed to continue ; and though the gospel is offered with 
ogee! freeness to them, yet, if we may judge by the past, the Spirit 
of God will less frequently make it effectual to their conversion than 
when preached to gentiles.* , 

The objection we are considering is in truth misapplied. The 
pre-eminence which the millenarian expects for the Jews, is to take 
place, not during this economy, but in an economy yet to come, 
which the spiritualist deems a chimera, and this, in truth, should be 
his objection. But instead of taking the millenarian upon his own 

und, the objection imputes to him the denial of doctrines which 

e holds as fully and firmly as the spiritualist does. Both agree that 
‘the personal advent of the Lord Jesus Christ to judge the world, will 
put an end to this dispensation- Both must agree, that all the apos- 
tles of the Lord have written forthe instruction, correction; comfort 
or direction of the church, will be found true, and suited to its con- 
dition till the Lord comes. Neither supposes these Scriptures were 
written for the future use and guidance of the church in glory, or that: 
they will have the same application to any order of things, whether 
in heaven or on earth, which may afterwards be established that they 
now have.—Where then is the difference, except upon the question 
touching the futurity of such an economy as the millenarian expects ?t 
This difference, it is true, leads to others; but they are differences. 








* Ita exccecat oculos horum, deserens atque destitaens eos lux divina, sieut occidens sok 
nociem efficit: Nam qui non admittnnt radios lucis divine, illi occcecantur, et qui non 
vult exaudire salutarem sermonem, surdus recte perkibetur” Camerar, in Joh. ‘5 38, 
which place compare with Rom. 11; 25, 31. Matth. 23; 39: Zeeh. 12; 10, 14. See Whit- 
by’s rse of the calling of the Jews, appended to his notes on Rom. xi; where the 
reader will find a good deat of learning, and strong argument touching the spiritual condi- 
tion of the Jews during their present captivity their ultimate conversion and restora- 
tion.to Palestine. What Dr. Whitby calls “ the time for the falness, i. e. for the conver- 
sion of the still heathen gentiles,” millenarians say is a new dispensation, though he 
eonsiders it otherwise. His theory however does give the Jews a pre-eminence during 
this dispensation, whiet according to literalists, is at variance with the New Testament. 
See Treatise on Millenium =. it, passim. ue 
tA learned author considers the epistle to the Hebrews entirely irreconcileable with the: 
notion even of the literal restoration of the Jews at all, because such a restoration would, 
in his view, not only be useless, but it would follow, from the same principles which con- 
duct to the conelusion of a Jiteral return, that the Levitical priesthood mast be restored’ . 
and sacrifices must be renewed, which:are no longer needed, and in fact are no longer ac- 
eeptable. He adds *‘a man may as well ask me to trample under foot the epistle to the 
Hebrews, [see also Whitby on the Millenium, chap. 2,j and with this, a large-portion of 
the New Testament, as to ask me to believe in ouch a scheme of interpretation. No prin- 
eiples of hermeneutics can be sound, which make the Bible contradict itself.” The last 
remark is an axiom of which, as we shail see, some use is made on the other side of the 
westion. But the reader will perceive from the remarks above, that there is really no 
ifference between the author referred to and millenarians on this point. Their scheme 
ives the full effect to every part of the New Testament Scriptures which have respect to 
state of the ehurch. on earth ; to the state of the Jews, and of the gentiles and the 
world at large, until the New Testament economy itself shall end, and the Lord Jesus Christ 
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touching the interpretation of other of the Scriptures, and e 
cially the prophecies respecting de haere cuted of the jews. 
The spiritualist spiritualizes those prophecies, which literally under- 
stood, promise to that people the dominion over all others, in order 
‘to harmonize them with these parts of the New Testament which 
deny to them such distinction during the New Testament dispensa- 
tion; while the literalist refers them to an economy to come, in re- 
‘spect to which those portions of the New Testament upon which the 
objection is founded, have no application. 

No orthodox millenarian supposes that the church of this dispen- 
sation, in any time to come before the end of it, or believing gentiles 
pres ates: | it, will ever become the servants of the restored Jewish 
nation. On the contrary ‘the accomplished aggregate of the elect,” 
of all ages, will be gathered to the Lord at his coming, in bodies of 
immortal vigour and glory. They will be kings and priests unto 
God, being sons of God and heirs of the kingdom. The period of 
Israel’s glory and dominion over the nations. of the earth fo this 
eventful epoch. It will take place during a new dispensation, in 
which, though first among the nations of the earth, they will be sub- 
ject to the dominion of Christ and his glorified elect. If therefore, it 








can be proven fhat fhe present dispensation is the final one, or (what 
amounts to the same thing) that these times of the gentiles shall ex- 
pire only with the end of all earthiy things; then, according to the 
views in question, there will be no political restoration of Israel—no 
rebuilding of Jerusalem, now and so long trodden under foot of her 
enemies; no time of glory and pre-eminence among the nations, to 


the sons of Jacob;—but desolation and wasting (till their name and 


their race as a ‘separate people shall be extinguished) will be their 
portion. 


It would require a volume, instead of few pages, to notice at length, 
all the objections* which have been made against the distinctive 


shall come in person and er and t to judgment. In fact, millenarians think 
those interpreters of the Fpiritual school pro fi deny the restoration of the Jews 
(whether right or wrong) much.more consistent than spiritualists, who maintain that 
‘the Jews will be restored during this dispensation; and as it were, mid-way in its pro- 
e- The above remarks also may supply a reason why our Lord and his apostles said 
ittle or (as some suppose) nothing about the restoration of the Jews. (See however, 
Luke 21; 24. Rom. 11; 25, 26,27 &c.) ‘The dispersion of the Jews, measures the times 
of the gentiles; and the present di. ion of the gospel among the gentiles will terminate 
with their times. The restoration of the Jews therefore, is an event which can scarcely 
be said to belong to this dispensation ; because it will not take place until it is virtually, 
if not formally at anend. It is for this reason so little is said in the New Testament scrip- 
tures about it. Returning however to the matter in hand; millenarians, while they con- 
cede the positions which are supposed to give validity to the objection before stated; call 
upou those who make it, to prove what they take for granted, viz: that this present dis- 
pensation of the gospel among the gentiles, is the final economy of God’s government over 
men upon earth. is is the great question ; for if it can be proven, that the present dis- 
sation is not the final one, but merely introductory to another far more glorious; it will 
impossible to prove that those prophecies of the Old Testament which have respect te 
that future economy, are not to be literally understood, by the fact, that they would be re- 
pugnant (if so understood) to the order of things appointed by the New Testament to con- 
tinue till the end of the present economy. ‘That there is such a future economy, millenarians 
believe is taught by the author of the epistle to the Heb. 2; 5—although they by no means 
rely on that passage alone; as we shall have oceasion to shew. See Dr. Godwin’s 
** World to Come” exposition of the epistle to Eph. 1;21. Also Mede’s Works, 196-7 
577,705, Mandeville on Hebrews, in loc. for the view which millenarians take of Heb.2; 5. 
Dr. Godwin was a member of the Westminster Assembly. ¢ 
* The reader will find several objections stated at length in Whitby’s Treatise on the 
Millenium, chap. 4. But he seems to have had in view especially the theory of Dr. Bur- 


net, and the indefensible tencts of the ancient millenarians, which he supposes are esson- 
tial to the system. 
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views of millenarians. Many of them, as it strikes us, ought not to 
be made; we refer especially to those, which turn upon the manner, 
in which the prophecies, literally in erpreted, can be or will be ful- 
filled. Such are more properly called difficulties than objections ; 
with which, all have equal concern—or rather we should say, none 
has any concern—provided the futurity of such a dispensation, as 
millenarians expect can be proved. ‘ You would bring me,” says 
Mede,* in one of his epistles, ‘first to express myself de modo, before 
you are persuaded de re; but soft you there; I like not that method.” 
Many millenarians forget this wise rule. When pushed by their op- 
ponents with objections of this nature, they attempt to explain matters 
which they cannot ;+ and their failure is taken for an argument against 
the whole system. Besides it is quite useless to discuss questions 
touching the details of a supposed future economy on earth, with one 
who maintains that no such economy is to be expected. First let 
this main question be decided and the rest will follow. The spirit- 
ualist, if he yields his previous conclusions, will feel himself as much 
concerned to resolve the difficulties connected with the doctrine, as 
his opponent. If the literalist is brought to yield his conclusions, 
nothing will remain to be discussed. 

But there is another class of objections which it would be em 
to pass without some notice; as they turn upon the supposed influ- 
ence of the millenarian creed upon Christian life. Some there are 
who, while they reject all that is distinctive in it, nevertheless allow 
it to be a pleasing, and if not pursued too far, an innocent speculation; 
but this is the extent of their favourable judgment. They do not 
conceive the peculiarities of the saystem essentially connected with 
the doctrines of grace, nor in any Same important to the advance- 
ment of righteousness. Others more severe, pronounce it a carnal 
system, calculated to impede the ger of truth, by the discourage- 
ment it casts upon missions, and thus destroy souls. 

At this stage of the discussion it seems proper to introduce to the 
reader’s notice, the work of Dr. Harris on missions, the title of which 
we have also put at the head of this article. It is not our intention 
to notice at length, the various contents of this work, but only so 
much of it as bears particularly on the question in hand. While the 
work contains much that is beautiful and excellent in its kind, and 
much which those who agree in its theory, would consider edifying 


* Letier.64, to Mr. Estwick,—Mede’s Works in folio, pp. 836-7. 

+ We have noticed that some on both sides of this question, are extremely prone to be- 
gin the discussion with the end of all things—we mean with the remotest events, which 
the Scriptures notify us. are 10 occu:—events which according to thé millenarian scheme, 
lie near the end of a future economy of God’s government on earth, in which they cannot 
possibly have any personal concern. . ‘They everleok entirely, things near (for which they 
should be watchful. if the millenarians are right) for such cfactens as these; How can 
men be seciuced by Satan at the end of the thousand years, if they are to become such as 
youexpect? Who are — and Magog? Where will those nations come from? How 
can they assault the celestial city? ete etc. Some millenarians, instead of avowing their 
inabilny to answer these and the like questions, imagine that Gog and Magog must be the 
spiritual host of the wicked dead. just raised or let out of the abyss with their leader, the 
arch-deceiver, and many other things, for which. as we think, they have no clear Scrip- 
tural warrant If such would take a word of advice. from one who certainly has no sym- 
pathy in such speculations, it would be a much better way, to call on such inquirers, first 
tu answer. how sin entered into heaven and hurled from thrones of celetial glory some of 
its principalities? God knows; but to man these things are mysteries, and a Christian 
man certainly (if others will not) should be content to take God’s word, as a sufficient 
veason for his belief of them. 
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and encouraging, the solidity of the author’s reasoning depends, for 
the most part, upon the truth of the hypothesis of a spiritual milleni- 
um before the end of the present dispensation and the coming of the 
Lord. His opposition to that system of opinions which Dr. Duffield 
advocates is very decided ; and as what he has written upon the sub- 
ject must, under the circumstances which led to the composition of 
the work, and the a ation it received, be presumed to be the re- 
sult of careful and thorough research as well as mature reflection, we 
cannot do better than state his objections (and this we shall do with 
some abridgment) nearly in his own words. . 

Dr. Harris then objects to the millenarian scheme that it makes 
the prophecies of Scripture clash with its commands—that it is at 
variance with the unimpeachable sincerity of the Divine character— 
that it is at variance with the wise reserve of Scripture concerning 
such events of the future as involve the freedom of human action. 
Nay more ; he maintains also, that the literal or millenarian interpre- 
tation of prophecy through which, as he supposes, the peculiarities of 
the system are all derived, is derogatory to the present economy of 
the dispensation of the spirit and the ordinance of preaching as the 
medium of his operations.* 

These are very grave charges, and quite sufficient to overthrow 
any system of religious doctrines against which they can be estab- 
lished. Undoubtedly, a great variety of opinions—and some of them 
bee unscriptural—have, in different ages of the church, passed un- 

er the name of chiliasm or millenarianism. But by the concession 
of Dr. Harris himself—and we know not how he could with candour 
or truth withhold it—“ there are now to be found” among the millen- 
arians, ‘‘divines of considerable reputation and Christians of the high- 
est sanctity” t—a concession, which it is conceived, would in his 
view, justify a discrimination of this class from the enthusiasts and 
fanatics of the present or any former age, with whom ‘nevertheless, 
they are not unfrequently confounded. However this may be, it is 
certain that there is a class of millenarians, who combine with their 
peculiar views of prophecy, all the - doctrines of grace, which 
are received by the most orthodox Christians of the spiritual school. 
They believe in the fall of man, the total corruption of his nature,— 
the doctrine of the Trinity, the incarnation of the Son of God, his 
atoning sufferings and death, his resurrection and ascension into heav- 
en, his future advent to judgment in power and great glory; They 
believe also, in the doctrine of free grace, of election, justification 
by faith, and the perseverance of the saints; all these doctrines, to 
mention no more, they cordially receive and teach as integral parts 
of their faith. These, for distinction’s sake, we shall denominate 
*‘orthodox millenarians.’’ The reader may suppose that the objec- 
tions just stated, are not intended to apply to such; or if they are, 
that the system itself, in its best form, must be, if the objections are 
well applied, a strangely repugnant compound of truth and error. 
The first of these suppositions would be incorrect. It is against such 
especially, that the objections of Dr. Harris are directed. Indeed, 
men of sense and learning, (as Dr. Harris undoubtedly is) would 


* Harris’s Great Commission, pp. 140—142. _ + Harris’s Great Commission, p. 135. 
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scarcely think it worth their while to deal with fanatics or enthusiasts, 
in the way of argument. The last of these suppositions, suggest the 
topic which we are now to consider. 

Millenarians allege that these objections, like those already consi- 
dered, are founded in a misconception of the peculiarities of their 
belief, and of the results of their principles of interpretation. What- 
ever of truth or semblance of truth there may be in them—and they 
deny that there is any—it must be sought for if we believe them, in 
those articles of doctrine which they held in common with many of 
the most orthodox of the spiritual school. If this be so, it is as they 
contend, a sufficient reason why they should not be held especially 
amenable as millenarians to answer charges, which may be made 
with equal truth against others. Still they are willing to maintain, 
with God’s help, but otherwise single handed, if it must be so, the 
common, as well as the peculiar articles of their system. In doing 
this however, the ground of controversy, as they maintain, is chang- 
ed; it is a controversy concerning the doctrines and statements of 
the New Testament which, as they contend, are falsified in several 
particulars, by the advocates of a spiritual millenium before the end 
of the present economy. 

In order to appreciate properly the objections just now stated and 
to unfold the arguments by which they are met, it is important to 
state a little more fully, some parts of the system in question. Ortho- 
dox millenarians mamtain then, as a cardinal doctrine of the New 
Testament, that the present dispensation of the gospel among the 
gentiles has been appointed solely for the purpose of gathering an 
elect church ;* according to the declaration of the apostle James, re-’ 
corded in Acts xv. 14: “Simeon hath declared, how God at the first, 
did visit the gentiles to take out of them (or hath visited, to take out 
gentiles) a people for his name.”” The declared rule of the Divine 
procedure 1s, sovereign mercy in election. ‘I will have mercy on 
whom I will have mercy.” m. ix. 15. Exod. xxxiii. 19. As we 
know not how soon this purpose of God may be accomplished, and 
as the Scriptures throw no certain light upon the time of its accom- 
plishment, they maintain that the continuance of the dispensation is 
uncertain, and that its end may be looked for as possibly near. 
While the Lord delays his coming, it is certain that he has still elect 
ones to gather, and as no man knoweth who they are, or where they 
dwell, it is the duty of the church, in obedience to the great commis- 
sion—‘‘Go ye into all the world and preach the gospel to every crea- 
ture’”’—to send the gospel with al/ diligence to al] men every_where, 


* In one of the prayers appointed to be used at the burial of the dead by the Church of 
England, the following clause occurs: ‘ beseeching thee, that it may please thee of thy 

racious goodness shortly to accomplish the number of thine elect and to hasten thy kingdom; 

at we, with all those that are departed in the tue faith of thy holy name, may have our 
perfect consummation and bliss both in body and soyl in thy eternal and everlasting glo- 
ry,” &c., thus teaching that the resurrection of the just will take place as soon as the 
number of Giod’s elect shall be accomplished. ‘The Episcopal Church in the United States 
have altered this prayer, by omitting entirely the clause printed in Italics, (reading it thus 
‘and we beseech thee . ...... that we with all those,” &c.) which besides the omission 
alters the sense of the part retained. Whether the omission was caused by a prevailin 
distaste for the doctrine of election, we do not pretend to know, although we have hear 


it surmised. But the form according to the Church of England, is evidence of the views 
of that body, when it was first adopted, iit 
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‘both as a witness to the nations, and as the means of grace to those 
whom the spirit shall effectually call. Obedience to this injunction, 
is enforced by a motive of prevailing efficacy, with all those who 
love the Lord’s appearing ;—the assurance, namely, that the univer- 
sal peers of the gospel shall mark the epoch of the completion 
of the body of God’s chosen ones—of the end of the dispensation— 
of the second and glorious coming of the Lord, and of the resurrec- 
tion and glorification of the elect. These views of the nature and 
object of this dispensation and of the uncertainty of its continuance, 
lead to the further conclusion that the moral aspect of the world, 
however much it may be changed in the eyes of men, at the coming 
-of the Lord, be it sooner or be it later, will be much the same in the 
sight of God, as it hitherto has been or now is; at least not improved. 
For although the gospel.should be as extensively published among 
all nations, as it has been in the most favoured of them, millenarians 
by no means expect it will produce other effects, than has marked 
its progress hitherto. The external call, has indeed a certain influ- 
ence. It tends, through the light which the gospel sheds—and bless- 
ed be God for it—to elevate men in their social condition ; but it 
‘stops there. Without the spirit’s prevailing influence (which they 
‘expect will be co-extensive only with God’s purpose of election) men 
are not made better in the sight of God. Their lusts are not over- 
come; they are slaves of sin; and their end will be everlasting des- 
truction from the presence of the Lord and the glory of his power. 
Millenarians have no expectation that the Papal apostacy, the Ma- 
hometan delusion, or the infidelity, irreligion, and false religion of 
Protestant. countries, or the other abominations of the earth will be 
dispelled, by the means now in use for the advancement of truth and 
righteousness, nor by any amount of them which can be employed ; 
God will bless the efforts of his people and make them effectual to 
the salvation of his elect, wherever found; and therein, together 
with the testimony* it bears to the nations, will his word accomplish 
that whereto he sent it. But says our Lord, in reference to the end 
of this dispensation and the day of his coming, ‘as it was in the days 
of Noah so also shall the coming of the Son of Man be; for as before 
the flood, they were eating and drinking, marrying and giving in 
marriage until the day that Noah entered into the ark and they knew 


* “We think it clear fromthe tenour of our text” (Matth. 24; 14—This gospel of the 
kingdom shall be preached in all the world for a witness unto all nations and then shall the 
end come,) “that the witness is given by the mere act of preaching: so that if going 
through the Roman empire, the apostles had not a solitary convert, the sign of its ap- 
proaching end, would still have been furnished by the publication (however fruitless) of 
the gospel. And now, if all our labours, to evangelize the heathen, win not vver a single 
idolater, our disregarded, Bibles, and our persecuted Missionaries, would serve to give 
the heraldry which is to announce the second advent."—Rev H. Melvilie. If this be the 
correct view of the subject, the activity of the propagators of false a is no ground 
of discouragement to those who go forth bearing the tue. Nor need the missionaries of 
orthodox churches, be extensively indoctrinated before they go forth in the subtleties or 
superstitions of those who may come athwart their paths. ‘heir duty is to proclaim the 

uspel for a witness—they are not responsible after they have faithfully and earnestly de- 
ae! their message, that those to whom they have proclaimed it, should believe it. 
They will not believe it, if the enemy, or any who serve him, can prevent them, Nor will 
they, if left to themselves. Hence the great duty of Christians is to scatter the seed far 
end wide, and when persecuted in one place, to flee to another, God will give the labour 
that effect which seems best to him, meanwhile the witness is given to the nations—the 
elect are effectually called—and the great consummation is hastened, Such is the millen- 
arian view. 
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not, until the flood came and took them all away, so shall also the 
coming of the Son of Man be.” This shews then, what will be the 
result of the preaching of the gospel upon the men of the last days; 
and they contend, there is no ground in Scripture to believe that its 
result will be different upon the men of any age, till the Lord comes. 

It is against these views ~ jally the objections before stated are 
alleged, and the argument of Dr. Harris in support of them runs thus: 
“The Divine injunction of any relative duty implies a promise of 
the Divine assistance requisite to its performance, and of success-pro- 
roe to the degree in which we avail ourselves of that assistance. 

his constancy of connexion between means and ends—between 
causes and effects, seems essential to the character of a wise and gra- 
cious government, as well as to furnish some of the motives, neces- 
sary to obedience; especially, as it reserves to its Divine Sovereign, 
the right of exceeding his promises in whatever way he — 
But according to these views, here is a d exception to the uni- 
formity of the Divine procedure. Yes; in the closing scene of. the 
great drama of Providence, the universe is to witness the disruption 
of this principle—a great gulph is to open and yawn between means 
and end. For though the commands of God had pointed to a parti- 
cular issue—the conversion of the world, it is to appear, that the en- 
deavours of his people to fulfil them, never tended to realize it. 

* But agam ; the substance of all the relative commands which God 
has enjoined is this: ‘‘ Evangelize the world ;” and the substance of 
all his promises corresponds with it—‘ The world shall be evangel- 
ized.” And now when the church is beginning to address itself more 
seriously than ever to its great vocation, the millenarians, as if to dis- 
courage the effort, bring forward a class of Scriptures which, if we 
believe them, have an occult meaning and difficult to be understood ; 
the practical result of which is, that obedience to the command, will 
prove all but fruitless for the end proposed, and that the hope of per- 
sonal success, inspired by the promise, is almost entirely unfounded; 
as if the plain meaning of the commands and promises of the Scrip- 
ture are or could be nullified by some secret sense to be extracted 
from the Scriptures by laborious study. This, if it were possible, 
would throw a deep shade on the sincerity of their author. 

“More than this; the benignity of God annexes to his commands 
appropriate promises and blessings ; always taking it for granted, that 
fallen as we are, we should not be enamoured of duty for its own 
sake. A joy was even set before the Saviour, when he endured the 
cross and despised the shame. But upon the millenarian scheme, 
the followers of Christ are required to- labour and suffer, not only 
without the hope of consequent usefulness, but even in the clear fore- 
sight of comparative failure; and to require equal activity in evan- 
gelizing the world, in the face of foreseen defeat, as in prospect of 
success, is at variance with the benignity of the Divine requirements. 

‘Yet again; the prophecies predictive of happy results encourage 
obedience and stimulate to the greatest activity, while those predic- 
tive of evil, are designed not to disparage the former and counteract 
their influence, but merely to produce repentance and furnish motives 
to holiness. But according to the views in question, there is a large 
class of prophecies the tendency of which is, to dishearten obedience, 
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by depriving it of its appropriate results; thus interfering with that 
probationary freedom of action, which a concealment of the future 
would have left undisturbed. 

“ Finally; that these views are derogatory to this economy of the 
dispensation of the Spirit and the ordinance of preaching, appears in 
this; that they cast a shade on that happy prospect which Isaiah 
and Joel and Ezekial and Paul have foretold. and upon the anticipated 
> transformations by the agency of the Holy Ghost, of which 
the day of Pentecost was as but the earnest ;—and in this also, that 
these views would transfer the honour of effecting those transforma- 
tions to the miraculous agency of some other department of the 
Divine government.’’* 

The importance of this matter-‘must be our apology for so diffuse a 
statement of the views of the opposing .—- For at this point of 
the discussion, a twofold issue is formed. The spiritualist charges, 
as we have seen, the advocates of the system of literal interpretation 
with making the prophecies of Scripture, by their false principles, 
clash with its commands; while the latter charge the former with in- 
terpreting the prophecies of the Old Testament so as to make them 
clash with the doctrines and statements of the New, especially with 
the doctrine of election, and on the ground of this supposed conflict 
they invoke, in defence of this doctrine, the aid of all consistent Cal- 
vinists—in fact of all who hold that doctrine—whether calling them- 
selves. Calvinists or not—in the sense in which it was received by 
the Reformers; for it is to this doctrine, if we believe them, and not 
to any thing distinctive in their system, the objections and the rea- 
sonings just stated are applicable. It is no new thing, say they, to 
hear it said of this doctrine,t that it is derogatory to the Divine benig- 
nity—that it is at variance with the unimpeachable sincerity of the 
Divine character—that it is inconsistent with the freedom of human 
action—that it depreciates and disparages the ordinance of preaching, 
as much as if a prophet had been deputed to say your strength is to 
sit still. But not to enlarge; it is the truth of this doctrine then 
which in reality is called in question, under the guise however of 
millenarianism, to which though essential, it is not peculiar. Such 
in general terms is the answer to these objections. But we prefer to 
consider the matter in another aspect. There are many persons who 
would recoil from a dogmatic discussion of this sort, who nevertheless 


*Great Commission, pp. 139—144. 

t The author of an article in the Presbyterian Review. (Edinburgh, Oct. 1842, p. 386, on 
the Missionary Prize Essays) says, “ Dr. Harris pities all who are committed to our views 
as working without hope and predicts that in consequence, they will soon cease to work 
at all,” then in allusion to a remark of Mr. Hamilton in his. Work on Missions, that 
‘¢men, who have not the mind of Christ can admire, appreciate, and desire our (that is 
millenarian) views,’’—“ that men of spiritual apprehension. of heavenly temper, partakers 
of the divine nature, alone can delight themselves in his (that is anti-millenarian) views,” 
—the reviewer adds “ to those who can look somewhat deeper (than Mr. Hamilton does) 
it will at once occur, that his statement must be reversed to coincide with truth. Of such 
a millenium as he contends for, all poets have sung, and the most gentile taste could al- 
ways relish it. But introduce election into the question, and none will love the vision and 
linger over it, but they who have been renewed by the Holy Ghost, to prefer the glory of 
Christ .as their chiefest joy-” We give this extract to exemplify the remark above. It is 
to be hoped however, that both the reviewer and the reviewed state the matter too = 
ly. In the judgment of charity, many excellent men whom the Lord will own and wel- 
come at the great day, are to be found on both sides of the question, although one or the 
other may be greatly mistaken in many matters of great importance. 
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admit the statements of the New Testament in the full sense requi- 
site for the present part of the discussion, while Calvinistic millena- 
rians (if we may conjoin these terms without offence)¢an have no 
objection to rest the discussion on the broad basis of the New Testa- 
ment without emberrassing it by distinctions or technicalities, deriv- 
ed from systems of theology. _ We think it right also, to. allow the 
millenarians at this stage of the discussion, to become actors, and 
establish if they can, their aforesaid charges against the popular spirit- 
ualizing system of interpretation; especially as their discussions un- 
der this head, supply some of their principal reasons for applying the 
Old Testament prophecies predictive of the future glory of the church, 
to a future economy. In pursuing this course, we shall endeavour 
to state the views of orthodox millenarians as we conceive of them, 
clearly and with as much brevity as we can. If we fail to-do them 
justice, we hope that some one more competent, will supply our de- 
ficiencies. They argue thus: 

The commission which our Lord gave to his disciples is indeed 
general in its terms;—‘‘Go ye into all the world and preach the gos- 

1 to every creature,”’—but it is limited in effect; for our Lord adds 
‘‘He that believeth shall be saved; he that believeth not, shall be 
damned.” If we could suppose it doubtful in the minds of the dis- 
ciples at the time this commission was given them, whether none or 
few or many or all to whom the gospel should be preached would 
believe, the experience of the church during eighteen centuries since 
and our own observation would prevent any such doubt from arising 
in our minds. But the mstructions of the Lord Jesus to his disciples 
during his personal intercourse with them as well as the example of 
their own nation, must have prevented mistakes on this head. It is. 
pertinent to refer in this place, to a few passages shewing what ex-- 
pectations the disciples were authorized by their master to entertain, 
touching the success of their ministry, and its influence upon the 
world. “Suppose ye that I am come to give peace on earth? I tell 
you nay; but rather division: For, from hence forth, there shall be 
five in one house divided, three against two, and two against three 
The father shall be divided agamst the son, and the son against the 
father, the mother against the daughter, and the daughter against the 
mother,”’ &c.—Luke xii. 51, 53. When one inquired “ Lord are 
there few that be saved?” he replied “‘ Strive to enter in at the strait 
gate ; for I say unto you many shall seek to enter in and shall not be 
able,”’—Luke xiii. 24—or take the parallel passage in Matth. vii. 13,. 
14: “ Enter ye in at the strait gate; for wide is the gate and broad 
the way that leadeth to destruction, and many there be that go in. 
thereat; because strait is the gate and narrow the way that leadeth. 
unto life, and few there be that find it.” In our Lord’s intercessary 
prayer, we find the following petitions: ‘‘I pray for them, I pray not 
for the world, but for them thet thou hast given me.”’ ‘Neither pra 
I for these alone, but for them also which shall believe on me throug 
their word.” John xvii. 9, 20. This prayer then, is limited; it ex- 
cludes, or at least does not embrace, some to whom the commission 
afterwards given, extends.* Weadd a passage from 2 Cor. ii. 15, 16, 


reader may consult the folowing pinnae on this subject: Rom. 9; 15. Matth. 11;. 


*The 
25, 26, 13, 16. Mark 4; 11, 12, 34—13; 10; 21. John 6; 37, 39, 44, 64, 65—12; 
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to shew Paul’s sense of the influence of his ministry and of its ac- 
‘ceptableness to God. ‘For we are unto God a sweet savour of 
‘Christ, in them that are saved and in them that perish—to the one 
the savour of death unto death, and to the other the savour of life 
unto life.”” It is unnecessary to multiply citations on this point; yet 
we add one reference more—the parable of the sower: (in Matthew 
‘xiii. 3, 23. Mark iv. 3, 20.) This parable is designed, as millenarians 
suppose, to represent the constant effect of the preaching of the gos- 
pel, to the end of the dispensation. The sower ever goeth forth to 
sow. The scattered seed ever falls, some by the way side, some on 
stony places and some among thorns and produces no fruit. Such 
has been the experience of the church from the beginning,—such is 
the experience of every minister of the gospel at the present time, 
however incessant or urgent his labours. Yet without any limitation 
in this passage restricting it to a part of the dispensation and in spite 
of experience, those who expect a spiritual millenium before the end 
of the dispensation, do in effect deny that it will continue to be a fit 
representation of the preaching of the word in future, or they must 
deny that there will be a millenium, or if not, they must suit their 
views of the glory of the millenial state to the condition already at- 
tained in those places where the gospel has been fully published. 
Let us suppose however, that at some future time, every seed sown 
will fall in good ground and take effect and yield even a hundred 
fold, still, according to millenarians, there are other representations of 
the New Testament which are equally repugnant to the hypothesis 
in question. By the parable of the tares, we are taught that the 
world is like a field, in which a man sowed good seed, and his ene- 
my sowed tares. The good seed we are told, are the children of the 
kingdom and the tares the children of the wicked one. Both the 
tares and the wheat, by the command of the Lord of the field, must be 
permitted to grow together till the harvest, which is interpreted to 
signify, the end of the world, or more properly, of the dispensation. 
However largely and widely then the sowers of the good seed may 
scatter it, and however abundantly God may bless the labour, still 
the enemy is not less industrious. The tares he sows will continue 
to spring up and grow, commingled with the wheat till the end. 
The design of this parable cannot be mistaken; as the parable of the 
sower represents the effect of the gospel at any one time wherever it 
is preached, so the parable of the tares of the field, represents the 
continuing moral aspect of the world under the influence of preach- 
ing, from age to age till the end of the dispensation. ‘‘ Now I ask” 
says Mr. McNeile, “‘is this phrase, let both grow together, equally 
characteristic of the millenium and of this dispensation? If it be an- 
ewered, yes; I cannot for a moment deny that such a millenium will 
precede the coming of the Lord; we have it already. But the mil- 
lenium predicted by the Holy Ghost is not however of such a mixed 
character, as this would make it,’’ &c. 


37, 41—13; 18—15; 16, 19—17; 2. 6, 9. 


cts 2; 47—13; 48—15; 14—18; 1, 8,9, 10. 
Rom. 8; 28, 30, 33—9; 10, 17, I9—11; 2, 4, 29, rt 1 Cor. 1; 9. 26,31. Jas. 


8, 
2;5. Eph. 1;3,7,9, il. 1 Thess. 1;4,5. 1 Tim. 1; 8, 10. Rom. 1; 6, 
2’Tim. 2; 10, 18, 19. 1 Pet. 1; 1,2. Tit. 151. 


15—21; 27. 
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We stop not to inquite into -the reason of the hitherto partial suc- 
cess of the preached word. The Calvinist may explain it on the 
ground of the depravity of the human heart—he may say if he pleas- 
es, that God’s purpose in election, is the only ground of hope for the 
least success. The Arminian may explain the fact in some other wa 
if he can.*—It matters not to the present argument, if the fact itse 
be conceded. But will the same partial success continue to mark the 
progress of the gospel during all the residue of this dispensation till 
the Lord comes? Or to state the question more broadly ; will any of 
the passages of Scripture before cited, or any kindred texts, become 
obsolete and inapplicable to the state of the church and of the world 
before the Lord comes? This is an important, although perhaps, not 
a difficult question. But there is another class of texts, closely con- 
nected with these, which must not be omitted. Our Lord in one of 
the passages already cited, plainly declares that few find the gate of 
life, while many crowd the way to destruction. The inference there- 
fore is inevitable that the true followers of Christ, so long as this de- 
claration is applicable to the conduct of men, will be few i numbers 
compared with those who reject the gospel. But not only are the 
followers of Christ represented as few in numbers,—they are uniform- 
ly described as a depressed and a suffering people ; a condition, which 
is inconsistent, not only with the anticipated enlargement of the 
church, but with its predicted peace, and prosperity and overrulin 
influence. The futlowing are a few out of many examples. Said 
our Lord to his disciples ‘‘In the world ye shall have tribulation.” 
** Ye shall be brought before governors and kings for my sake, for a 
testimony against them and the gentiles, and brother shall deliver up 
brother to death” &c. ‘Behold I send you forth as lambs among 
wolves.” Luke x. 3.¢ ‘Marvel not” says John (1, iii. 13) “if the 
world hate you.” ‘‘ Beloved” nays Peter (1, iv. 13) “think it not 
strange concerning the fiery trial that is to try you; as though some 
strange thing happened unto you.” Paul affirmed of himseif and his 
fellows, 1 Cor. xv. 19: ‘If in this life only we have hope in Christ, 
we are of all men the most miserable.” To the disciples of Lystra, 
Iconium and Antioch, (Acts xiv. 22) he said “‘We must through 
much tribulation enter into the kingdom of God.” To the Thessalo- 
nians, (1, iii. 4) he said ‘‘ We told you before ; that we should suffer 


* Arminians, we believe, do not deny that God has an elect or chosen people, and that 
none but that elect people, will (during this dispensation) be actually saved. ‘The great 
dispute, between them and Calvinists, is whether the faith and good works of the elect 
are the eause or the effect of election. The reader perceives that our point stops short of 
this dispute ; it rests upon the conceded fact of election, or of an elect church, for the sal- 
vation of which this dispensation has been appointed and is prolonged. Whether men 
ever could or (if you please) ever would believe, if God did not first work in them to will 
and to do, is a question into which we do not enter. (Eph. 2; 4, 10.) 

+ Our Lord’s intercessary prayer is very remarkable. In verse 14, he says “‘ they are 
not of the world even as I am not of the world,” which is repeated in verse 16. In verse 
18 he compares their mission into the world to his own. In verse 15 he prays not that 
they should be taken out of the world, but kept from the evil, and this prayer extends to 
ail who should afterwards believe on him. In verse 21 he prays for the perfection of the 
elect body and union to him (that is as millenarians understand it in their glorified state) 
that the world may believe Sc. “ For if verse 20 contains an enumeration of all believers 
to the end of time, (as certainly in the usual view of it, it seems to do) who are the world, 
who are to believe in consequence of their adherence to and union with the Redeemer 1” 


(See Essays on the Millenium, by Rev. Mr. be serpy vol. of Literalist,—Essay I.) 


The hypothesis of the premillenial advent explains the difficulty, 
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tribulation.” To Timothy, after describing his own sufferings, he de- 
clared “‘ Yea and ail that will live Godly in Christ Jesus shall suffer 
persecution.” We cite no more; the reader may consult the places 
referred to in the margin.* Now from these two classes of texts, 
millenarians deduce the following particulars: First, that many 
more will reject the gospel than receive it. Secondly, that true be- 
lievers will not only be few, but they will be oppressed and perse- 
cuted. Thirdly, that this will be the condition of the true church of 
Christ until the end of the dispensation. Let us aow turn to some of 
the prophecies of the Old Testament which predict the ghory of the 
church. The contrast will enable us better to appreciate the force 
of the argument. We find among these such as the following:t 

“ As I live saith the Lord, all the earth shall be filled with the glo- 
ry of the Lord.’”’ Numb. xiv. 24. Hab. ii. 14. ‘il kings shall bow 
down before him, all nations shall serve him, all nations shall call 
him blessed.’ Ps. Ixxii. 11, 17. ‘He shall judge among the na- 
tions and shall rebuke many people, and they shall beat their swords 
into ploughshares, and their spears into pruning hooks; nation shall 
not lift up sword against nation, neither shall they learn war any 
more.” Is. ii. 4. ‘‘In his days’ shall the righteous flourish and 
abundance-of peace so long as the moon endureth.” Ps. Ixxii. 7. 
«‘And the Lord shall be king over all the earth; in that day shail there 
be one Lord, and his name one.” Zech. xiv. 19. ‘‘ From the rising 
of the sun, even unto the going down of the same, my name shall be 
great among the gentiles, and in every place incense shall be offered 
unto my name and a pure offering; for my name shall be great among 
the heathen, saith the Lord of hosts.’”’ Mal.i. 11. ‘‘The wolf shall 
dwell with the lamb’ &c. ‘They shall not hurt nor destroy in all 
my holy mountain; for the earth shall be full of the knowledge of 


* Matth. 10; 17, 18. 21.22, 24, 25.34, 36—21; 9, 10. - Luke 10; S—21; 12. Mark 10; 30, 
Matth. 16; 28 Mark 8; 34.35. John 15;18,21 I John 3; 13. John 17; 14—16; 1,3, 20, 
22 33. Mark 10; 30. Acts 20;23 2Cor 4; 8, 11—7; 5. Gal. 4; 29. Eph. 6; 12,13. Phil. 
1,29. Heb. 12;6 8, 1 Pet. 5;8,9. Rev. 2; lO—3; 19—7;14. 2 Cor 7;5. 1 Pet. 1,6. 
Heb. .0; 32.34. 1 Pet 4; 14. Rom 5;3, 5. 2 Cor 4; 16,18, 11 1 Pet. 5; 10. Rev. 16; 
5. 6—18; 19, 20,24—19;2 1 Cor. 459.101.1913. “ There wiil be trouble and wars contin- 
ual” (says Jeremiah Burroughes. d-rusalem’s Glory p. 124) ‘till this time. ‘There will 
be no certaimy nor settleduess of things till Jerusalem come to be made as the praise of 
the earth. There will attend affliction to the people of God; yea audto others too, yea 
‘and there js a curse upon men’s spirits which will not be taken off till this time come.”— 
Undoubiedly these predictions have been more strikingly verified at some times than at 
others The church has had periods of respite—breathing times allowed her—we enjoy 
such a time at_present.—Some ascribe it to the liberal spirit of the age. But who that 
helieves the New Testament, will trust to the spirit ef the age as a protection? Look 
back but a century and we see persecutions, and could we look into futurity, we might 
see them very near. ; 

+ For promises to the Jewish nation, see Is..51; 9, 10—59; 20, 21—60; 15, 18, 20—60; 7, 
B—6H2; 4, 12—65; 19—6; 22. Jer. 32; 39,40. Ezek. 34; 28, 29—37; 25, 27-—39; 28, 29. 
Amos 9315. ‘These prophecies and promises of spiritual and temporal blessings to the 
Jews, have as yet in no sense been fulfilled to them, and as millenarians believe, thev can- 
aot he fulfilled to them during the present dispensation consistently with the New Testa- 
ment Scriptures —(Luke 21; 24 Rom 11; 25. 1 Thess. 2;16, where eis TéAos translated 
altermost means to the end scil. @swv0s.) Dr. Whitby’s theory is, that after the fail of 
antichrist the Jews shall be converted vo the Christian faith. and that the millenium will be 
the reign of the converted Jews and of the geitiles then flowing mto them ard uniting inte 
oue church with them. ‘This. he says, will be betore the second coming of our Lord to judg- 
ment—and of course before tne cnd_of the present dispensation; the millenium being in 
faci a mere sequel to the présent and past portion of it See his ‘Treatise on the Milleni- 
um, chap. 2. “Those spiritualists who deny the actual restcration of the Jews caunot avail 
themse!ves of Dr. Whitby’s hypothesis. 
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the Lord as the waters cover the sea.” Is. xi. 6,9.* ‘Moreover 
the light of the moon shall be-as the light of the sun, and the light of 
the sun shall be sevenfold as the light of seven days, in the day when 
the Lord bindeth up the breach of his people and healeth the stroke 
of their wound.” Is. xxx. 26. See also Is. ii. 2, 4. Micah iv. 1, 7.¥ 
Ps. xlviii. 8, 10. Heb. x. 10, 12 &c. Ps. cxiii. 3. 

Now these and many other such prophecies, are, according to the 
advocates of a spiritual millenium, descriptive of a condition of the 
earth, and of human society which may be expected during the New 
Testament economy. The millenarian on the other hand, contends 
that the interpretation which so applies these prophecies, makes them 
clash with the doctrines and statements of the New Testament. He 
argues thus: When all nations shall serve the Saviour and call him 
blessed, when all kings shall call him blessed, will not persecutions 
cease? Will the followers of Christ be few and feeble when the 
kingdom and dominion, and greatness of the kingdom under the 
whole heaven shall be given to the people of the saints of the Most 
High, and when from the rising of the sun to the going down of the 
same, the name of the Lord shall be great among the gentiles, and in 
every place incense shall be offered unto his name, and a pure offer- 
ing? How would a minister of the gospel in the midst of the adoring 
myriads of converted nations discourse from the precept of our Lord, 
* Strive to enter in at the strait gate, for wide is the gate and broad 
the way that leadeth to destruction and many there be that go in thereat, 
because strait is the gate and narrow the way that leadeth unto life 
and few there be that find it?”” How would he discourse from this of 
Paul, ‘Ye see your calling brethren, how not many wise men, not - 
many mighty, not many noble are called,” when all kings shall bow 
down before the Lord? Or how from this; “In the world ye shall 
have tribulation,” or this; ‘Marvel not if the world hate you,”’ or 
this; “All that will live godly in Christ Jesus shall suffer persecu- 
tion,” or this; ‘‘ Blessed are ye when men shall revile you and per- 
secute you” &c., when the righteous shall flourish and abundance of 
peace,—when the earth shall be full of the knowledge of the Lord, 
and the wolf shall dwell with the lamb, and there shall be nothing 
to hurt in all God’s holy mountain? Or how from this of James, 
‘‘Whence come wars and fightings,”” when nation shall no longer 
lift up sword against nation, nor learn war any more? The reader 
will easily pursue the contrast. 

The millenarian for reasons like these, contends, that the advocates 
of the theory of a spiritual millenium before the end of the New Tes- 
tament dispensation, contradict and im fact nullify by their interpre- 
tation of the Old Testament prophecies, large portions of the New 
Testament; not however in respect to their past or present applica- 
tion to this economy of the gospel, but in respect to their future 


* This passage is by most interpreters understood as an emblematical or allegorical re- 

esentation of the a change which shall be wrought upon persons of the most dissimi- 
ar dispositions and pursuits, and by nature and custom addicted to various kinds of 
wickedness. See Dr. Scott’s Note upon the pomees. We kave seen that some on the 
cther side of the question, think it not incredit-le that it may be fulfilled in the literal sense. 
Kither way however, it predicts a woaderful change. 


t Micah 4; 1, et seq. is commonly spiritualized—but what shall we do with the precedi 
context Micah 3; io? sie P ne 
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application. It is conceded on all hands that thus far these descrip- 
tions of the New Testament have been found true—but it will not be 
so according to the theory in question, hereafter. 

There are two ways in which this argument may be replied to: 
first, it may be denied that the prophecies of the Old Testament, 
when rightly understood, predict a state of things corresponding with 
the literal import of their terms. They are expressed, it may be 
said, in the language of poetry, which when divested of figure and 
imagery, promises nothing more than what the statements of the New 
Testament authorize us to expect. But according to this view, the 
church has nothing better in prospect on earth; than it has already 
enjoyed. Certainly its prosperity can never rise above the strug- 
gling, afflicted condition, which the New Testament describes as its 
abiding portion in this world—a condition which, as we have seen, is 
one of mingled good and evil; in which the followers of the Lord 
are few, while their enemies are many—a condition of depression, 

rsecution, and continual conflict. Such a millenium (as Mr. Mc- 

eile observes,) we have already. But this is not such as the advo- 
cates of a spiritual millenium expect. 

Or secondly; it may be denied t that the representations of the New 
Testament in this behalf, will continue to be applicable to the condi- 
tion of the church—in fact that a time of peace, prosperity, and 
power, is yet in reserve for it, before the end of the dispensation, 
when “the many” shall be on the Lord’s side, and the physical pow- 
er as well as the wealth of the nations will be at the command of the 
church and will be used for her protection and the advancement of 

iness.* But he is a bold interpreter, who takes this ground. It 
is an agreed point, that no addition to the volume of revelation is to 
be expected before the Lord comes: what Scriptures then, will serve 


* It may be observed that the power and prosperity of the church is alleged by Roman- 
ists as a mark of the true church, and they say truly, that no church has ever possessed 
such power and wealth and wide spread influence as theirs; and we may add, no other 
church at present appease likely to attain such power. But millenarians say this isnot a 
mark of the true church during this ecouomy—it is the mark of a corrupted church. It 
is great Babylon which is the mother of harlots, and which comes in remembrance before 
God; Rev. 14, 8—16; 19—17; 5—18; 2, 10, 12. “ Disputing once with a papist,” -ays 
Dr. ‘Thomas Godwin, “ He urged this upon me: ‘If the church of Kome be not the true 
church, and the church to which al! churches shall submit, which hath had constant peace 
and prosperity. all riches, and glory, and henor, for this many hundred years, how hath 
this ever been fulfilled to your church, that all nations shall flow into it? That itis a moun- 
tain set above all mountains? That abundance of peace and prosperity is in it, which shall 
ran down like a river? Whereas you (saith he) have been in persecution.’ “ The truth 
is,” continues Dr. Godwin, “ there is no answer for it but one—that the time is not yet 
come.”—Exposition of the Epistle to the Ephesians 1; 21. ‘The remarks of Mr. Wood- 
ward upon this subject, (Essays on the Millenium, Essay ii. Ist Vol. Literalist, p 12, et 
seq.) are worthy of consideration. By this we may see how essential it is to Romanists 
1o maintain that the present dispensation is the — of heaven, or the kingdom of God 
‘come, and of course the final dispensation of God’s government on earth. Cornelius a 


Lapide contends (see his Commentary on 2 Thess. 2, 4,) that Isaiah 49; 23, “ And kin 
shall be thy nursing fathers,” &c., ‘‘ and lick up the dust of thy feet,” &c., predicted the 
homage which has since been paid to the bishops of Rome by kings. He adds, “ Anton 
amplius est lingere palverem pedum quam s exosculari? tc honor ergo Pontifici 


debetur tanquam Hierarche et summo sacrorum antistiti ac Christi vieario,” ete. Mil- 
fenarians, however, contend that the place in Isaiah and all others of similar import refer 
to a future economy, which will not come till the papacy and all anti-Christian powers 
shall be destroyed. Would it not be worth the while to consider whether the common 
belief of Protestants, thatthe present dispensation is the kingdom of heaven, is not one 
of the errors of the Roman church—(an error which is the source of many other papal 
errors)—which was incautiously retained by the reformers, and thus has became the source 
ef other errors, though of a different kind, among Protestants? 
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for doctrine, reproof, correction, instruction in righteousness, when 
the New Testament shall, for the most part, be obsolete—its doctrines 
antiquated, its descriptions unsuitable to the condition of Christians, 
and its encouragements and warnings inapt? Are not the ordinances 
of preaching, of baptism and the Lord’s supper, appointed to contin- 
ue, till the Lord comes? Why not then the doctrines,* promises, 
and warnings? Will not Christians need to be guided and instructed 
by pastors? and if so, in what school will these pastors be -taught? 
To what source shall they go for the knowledge which they are to 
communicate to others? Surely this point need not be laboured. 

She millenarian contends, therefore, that the spiritualist is shut up 
to this alternative, namely: He must deny that the sp agen of the 
Old Testament promise better things to the church on earth, than 
those we now enjoy;—or he must admit the futurity of an economy 
to come, in which these prophecies will be more fully realized than 
they can be during this dispensation consistently with the New Tes- 
tament; or, if he will insist, that they shall be so realized before the 
end of this dispensation; he must maintain also that the New Testa- 
ment, in its doctrines and in its warnings, descriptions, and predictions 
of the condition of the church on earth, will, like the Jewish cere- 
monial law, be laid aside and become obsolete long before the end of 
the dispensation for which it was given.t 

It is time, however, to call the reader’s attention more particularly 
to the objections before stated against the views of millenarians. 
First, it is objected, that they make the prophecies of Scripture clash 
with its commands. The command is to preach the gospel to every 
creature. Hence a promise ‘is inferred of Divine assistance requisite 
to its performance. This is notdenied by millenarians. Thé further 
promise of success, however, is inferred from the command—a suc- 
cess proportioned to the degree in which we avail ourselves of that 
assistance,—that is to say, the promise is, that if the church will avail 
herself of the Divine assistance, as fully as she may, her success 
shall be complete ; the whole world shall be evangelized through her 
means—that is, converted.t Thisisdenied. Millenarians maintain, 


* Matth. 28; 19, 20, ‘‘ Go ye therefore and teach all nations, &c , teaching them to ob- 
serve all things whatsoever 1 have commanded you, and lo | am with you alway unto the 
end (rev aiwvos ) of the world,” (dispensation, age.) 

t There are many expressions in the Old Testament which cannot be understood literally : 
such for example as those which ascribe to God anger, repentance, or other human pas- 
sions, or affections, or which describe him as a man having the different members of the 
human body—hands, feet, mouth, or as armed with a bow, asword, a shield, &e _Liter- 
alists consider these in no other light than spiritualists do. But from such expressions 
some take occasion to interpret all descriptions in the Scriptures of the Messianic reign, 
spiritually, or as others express it, allegorically, or anagogically; because, a8 Messiah’s 
reign is spiritual, any other than a spiritual. allegorical. or anag. gical inter) retation 
would, as they suppose, be repugnant to the nature of ns kingdom. We enter net into 
this question. ur object at preseut is, simply to say, that the argument submitted above 
cannot be disposed of in that way. ‘lhose passages of the New Testament which de- 
scribe the afflictions, persecutions, or depressed conaition of Christians—the multitudes 
of the wicked ; those which represent the followers of Christ as few—ihe mixed charac- 
ter of the visible ehurch—the partial success of the preached word. &c. admit of no other 
than a literal interpretation. As forms of expression, they spring not from the poverty of 
language, or the necessity men are under of representing uneaithly things by earthly 
analogies ; but they are plain representations of earthly things, which our senses cau per- 
fectly appreciate, and cur language sufficiently express. One use of arguments of this 
kind, is to serve as a check upon the principles of spiritual exegesis. We carry them 
too far, if we allow them (o make void the New Testament or any part of it. 

+ No conclusion,” says the Rev. John McFarlane. in his work un missions, entitled 
a the Jubilee of the World,” Glasgow, 1812, p. 291, “ seems more fair, than that it isthe . 
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‘as we have seen, that God has not appointed this dispensation for the 
conversion of the world, but for the gathering of an elect church out 
‘of it; and the order of the Divine procedure is to call many while he 
‘chooses few. But this doctrine does not make the prophecies of the 
‘Scripture clash with its commands. If there be any ground for a 
‘charge of this sort against millerarians, it is, that they make the doc- 
‘trines of the New Testament clash with the prophecies of the Old 
Testament. But this also, is denied. They expect the fulfilment of 
these propheciés in their fullest and most glorious sense, but they ex- 
pect it only in an economy to come. 

Equally unfounded is the objection that the views of millenarians 
impeach the sincerity of ¢he Divine character. The objector sup- 
poses that because our Lord commanded his disciples to go into all 
the world and preach the gospel to every creature, he thereby virtu- 
ally promised that all should believe and obey the gospel. This 
promise, it is alleged, the millenarians undertake to defeat, by means 
‘of an occult sense of obscure and difficult prophecies, as if, says the 
objector, the different parts of God’s word were contradictory :—the 
‘open and plain, promising success, while the secret and obscure, pre- 
dict a total failure. Millenarians deny, in the first place, as we 
have seen, that God has any where promised the success which the 
objector anticipates during this dispensation. They deny, too, that 
their own expectations in this respect are founded upon the occult 
meaning of any prophecy: they-are founded rather upon the plain 
and oft-repeated doctrines of the New Testament. This has suffi- 
ciently been shown. 

Nor does the doctrine, as the objector supposes, require the follow- 
ers of Christ to labour not only without the hope of consequent use- 
fulness, but even in the foresight of comparative failure. They have 
the assurance that the word they preach, shall not return void; it 
shall accomplish that which the Lord pleases—it shall infallibly pros- 
per in that whereto he sent it. (Is. lv. 11.) Now if it be true, that 
God hath appointed this dispensation of the gospel among the gen- 
tiles, only for the purpose of gathering an elect church out of them; 
if it has seemed good to infinite wisdom, to leave the full ingathering 
of the world to a future economy ; with what ae | can It be said, 
that the statement of this fact is disparaging tothe efforts of the church 
and at variance with the Divine benignity? Surely the objector will 
concede that it is for God to appuint the end of the dispensations and 
ordinances which he establishes; and if his people have his assu- 
rance that he will bless their feeble efforts and crown them with suc- 
cess commensurate with the appointed end; to wish for more, is in 
fact to wish that God had appointed other, and as the objector pre- 
sumptuously supposes, larger and more glorious ends to be accom- 
plished through their means.* Such a wish, it need not be added, 


will of Christ that his servants should preach the gospel to all nations, for the purpose and 
in the hope of converting them all to the Christian faith.” Again. page 301, “ This dis- 
pensatim is to enlarge itself by degrees into the universal blessedness predicted by the 
prophets.” Again, page 302, “‘ The light of the gospel now shining, shall heighten and 
expand into the noon-tide glory of the millenial , 

*Sec remarks in the Biblical Repertory. April 1839, pp. 232 to 237, containing an ex- 
tract froma sermon of the late Rev. Francis Goode, befure the church Missionary Society 
entitled ‘the better covenant”—a sermon which we believe gave rise to a controversy 
which afterwards appeared in the Christian Observer (London.) Mr. Goode, we believe, 


was a Millenarian, but the periodical referred to, it is supposed, would not favour his 
views in the general. 
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would not be prompted by the Spirit of Christ. The issue of God’s 
purposes in this respect, will satisfy his soul. This was a joy that 
was set before him, when he endured the cross. The Holy Spirit 
refuses not to fulfil his office because of this limitation. The word 
has, in every age, been preached to multitudes whom the Spirit has 
not convinced, while there has been continual joy in heaven, in the 
presence of the angels of God over the comparatively few who have 
repented. And if Christ is satisfied ; if the Holy Spirit is satisfied 
with the appointed end; if angels rejoice at its effects; shall it be 
said that the practical result of this doctrine is fruitless, because it 
furnishes us with no reason to believe that a// men of all nations shall 
be brought into the true church of Christ during this economy? 
How few of those among whom the apostles and martyrs preached 
and laboured, truly believed? And who are we, that we should sit 
down in despair, if we are told that we shall go forth under no better 
auspices and with no better promises than apostles and martyrs, and 
reformers, and all faithful ministers of the word in every past age 
have had for their encouragement? Shall the church or any of the 
children of the church, as if sitting in the place of God, presume to 
declare what are the appropriate results of her or their obedience ? 
Shall she say that God’s purpose of election a8 or depreciates 
her efforts? If the Divine benignity has permitted many in times 
past to reject the gospel and die in their sins, why may it not permit 
the same result during all that remains of this dispensation? Can 
any argument be derived from the Divine benignity in respect to the 
future, which would not be equally applicable to the past?* Upon 
this point, however, it is necessary to add a few words of explanation, 
and for this purpose we select a passage from the Lectures of the 
Rev. H. McNiele, relative to the Jewish nation.t 

** Let us not be misunderstood. While we thus declare our con- 
viction that the present dispensation is for an elect church only, we 
do not for a moment imagine that God’s final purposes of mercy to- 
wards the world are to be limited to this election. Far otherwise : 
to suppose that because this dispensation is for the salvation of a rem- 
nant, therefore there will be no subsequent and wider salvation ; would 
be as absurd as it would have been for an ancient Jew to suppose that 
because his dispensation was. for a particular people, therefore no 
other people could have the true religion extended to them. No; 


* We have seen an argument in favour of the doctrine of universal salvation stated 
thus : “‘ Some at this day expect a millenium of three hundred and sixty-five thousaad 
years, i. e. a thousand prophetic years. Yet many gcod persons at the present day, and 
for ages past, have said they could find nothing in the Bible to forbid the expectation that 
the day of judgment might be in their day. Now there is almost an infinite difference 
between these two, as to the extent of salvation. ‘lhere is a much greater differevce be- 
tween those that have faith in such a millenium and those who have not, as to the number 
of the saved, than there is between the advocates of the salvation of all men and the 
former, at least as to those who have already lived on the earth.” This argument has no 
application to the millenarian scheme we are considering; for that supposes that the Divine 
procedure will be the same throughout the whole dispensation. Perhaps it also has no 
— to the system upon which it is founded, although that supposes the elect will 
ultimately become the many, (in fact all,) notwithstanding what is said in the New ‘Testa- 
ment 4o the contrary. We shall presently see how millenarians view this doctrine more 
distinetly than has yet been stated. Dr. Scott thinks far more of the race may yet be 
saved than lost, Rev. 20; 4,6, though he thinks this the final dispensation. 

t Lecwre IIL. in Vol. 2 of the Literalist, page 66. See also Noel’s Prospects, &c. chaps. 
9 and 10, in the Ist Vol. of the Literalist. ‘ 
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we joyfully maintain that the saving mercy of God in Christ Jesus 
will eventually extend over the length and breadth of the whole 
world, and be experienced in the circle of every family then on earth. 
We maintain that the death of Christ is a full, perfect, and sufficient 
sacrifice, oblation, and satisfaction for the sins of the whole world, 
and that eventually, salvation will prove co-extensive with redemp- 
tion ; that is, so far as respects the then population of the world; for 
we utterly reject the ensnaring heresy of the Universalists, which 
seems to be Satan’s gilded bait to allure and destroy by unsanctified 
benevolence.”* The difference, therefore, between interpreters of 
the spiritual and literal school, is not whether these ancient prophe- 
cies shall be fulfilled, but whether they shall be fulfilled in this or in 
a future economy; and the predicted enlargement, holiness, and 
peace of the church, and its future exemption from evil, are in the 
view of millenarians, an irrefragable argument in support of their 
fundamental doctrine, that the economy of the kingdom of God is 
yettocome. “If,” says Mr. Brooks, ‘those who think the mille- 
nial state will not differ from the present dispensation in any thing 
but the universal prevalence of religion, would only candidly weigh 
the statements made by writers on prophecy, whose expositions in 
the general, they adopt—and consider to what their own views would 
necessarily lead them, were they but realized and carried out to their 
full extent, they would perceive that the millenial state cannot at all 
comport with various features of the present dispensation, and that it 
must, in several important particulars, constitute a new dispensation.” 
Afterwards he says, ‘It is admitted that Satan will be bound during 
the millenium . . . . What then becomes of those numerous passages 
of Scripture . . .. which warn us against his subtlety and temptation 
and direct us to the armour we must use in order to contend with him ? 
Moreover with the binding of Satan, there will necessarily cease all 
the persecution and annoyance which the saints suffer from those who 
are under his influence, and which more immediately constitutes 
them a church militant. . .. The millenium is the period of triumph 
and rejoicing of the church (on earth): whereas, the present dispen- 
sation is that of mourning. The church is the bride, who while the 
Bridegroom is absent, fasts and mourns. (Matt. ix. 15.) Again, the 

eople of God are now described as a little flock, and the whole world 
is said to be lying in wickedness. But during the millenium, the 


* Mr. Habershon,a millenarian writer of eminence on Chronological Prophecy, remarks 
in connexion with Dan. 9; 24, on the finishing of the transgression. that “ wide and exten- 
sive as are the consequences of the fall, so equally wide and extensive are the conse- 
quences resulting from the atonement, as far as regards the curse entailed by inherent sin 
and pollution, irrespe-tive of believing or dishelieving, and shen unaccompanied by actual 
sin. Hence it would appear, none are finally condemned and lost irrespective of their 
own actions and their own sins, and hence the salvation of infants and idiots, who never 
had the power of sinning.” Dissert. Vol. 1, page 56. 'Toplady, another millenarian, who 
entertained high views of the doctrine of election, and was zealous and active in the de- 
fence of it, expresses his full conviction that all dying in infancy are saved-through Christ. 
Another writer remarks, “ that it appears to be a part of the economy of grace thata large 

roportion of mankind—those namely, dying in infancy should become inhabitants of t 
oars Jerusalem, without being any further involved in the effects of the fall than what 
arises from their connexion with Adam in his first transgression.” ‘These observations 
have respect to the present and past economy of God’s government on earth over men. 
The economy or world to come, Heb. 2; 5. ray ormoup.tyny Tn» weAAcucay, will, as mil- 
lenarians believe, be a new order of things—a dispensation of universal grace to be in- 
troduced by the second coming of the Lord. 
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earth shall be filled with the knowledge of the Lord; all shall know 
God from the highest to the least; holiness and righteousness -shall 
prevail every where ; the flock of Christ will then be the multitude, 
not the remnant. None can be excited to murder, when the great 
destroyer is restrained; none can be unholy and profane when all is 
holiness to the Lord; none will be practically lawless and disobedi- 
ent or have need for any to say to them, know the Lord...... All 
these statements will be unsuitable to that condition of the church, 
which set it forth as consisting of a mixture of good and evil; like 
tares and wheat, good fishes and bad fishes, wise and foolish virgins, 
&c. All things which offend and do iniquity will be gathered out ; 
every tree not planted by our heavenly Father, will then be rooted up, 
and the entire aspect of the dispensation changed.” 

These remarks, we are aware, are little more than the repetition of 
what had been previously said. We give them, however, as showing 
how they may be applied to the question of a future economy, to 
which question we shall presently come. In the meantime, however, 
we pass to another objection. It is said that millenarians rely upon 
a future miracle for the conversion of the world, and that leads them 
to anticipate little or no advantage from the use of present means. 
Both parts of this proposition are erroneous. Millenarians, if we 
believe them, do, as we have seen, expect from the use of present 
means, under the administration of the Holy Spirit, the conversion of 
the elect church, which according to their views is all that God de- 

‘signs to accomplish during this dispensation, by any means the church 
can use. They believe, too, that the more faithfully, abundantly, 
and prayerfully Christians will engage in the execution of the great 
commission, the more they will hasten the day of the Lord’s com- 
ing, and consequently the sooner will they receive their own crowns 
of righteousness. The apostacy of the church has long retarded, if 
we may so say, the coming of that day. But now a better era is be- 
ginning. The church if not now quite awake—slumbers not quite so 
profoundly in respect to this particular duty as it did for ages. Mil- 
Jenarians rejoice at the interest the church has shown of late in mis- 
sions and in their success, not because they expect as their legitimate 
or appointed result, the conversion of the world; but because they 
promise the speedy fulfilment of the Lord’s command, and the in- 
gathering of the elect, an object of infinite moment to the world as 
well as to the church; for with this event* will synchronize the end- 
ing of the times of the gentiles; the second personal, glorious coming 
of Christ with all his saints; the resurrection of the pious dead ; the 


* This opinion is not peculiar to millenarians. Thomas Watson ejected for non con- 
formity. (1662.) says, (Body of Divinity, 208.) « For the quando or the time of the gene- 
ral judgment it is a secret kept from the angels, Matt 24; 36, but this is sure it cannot be 
far off. When the elect are ail converted, TH¥N Christ will come to judgmem.” QCEcu- 
menius as cited by Macknight on 2 Pet. 3; 9, says. Consummationis tempus differri, ut 
compleatur numerus salrandorum. Py the persons to be saved, Estius and Beza under- 
stand the elecied to eternal life. Some understand the expression xa pancobvudy en 
avtois in Luke 18; 7, in the same sense, so that it may be, or should be rendered some 
what in this way: “seeing he restrains_his wrath,” or is slow to execute his wrath, i. e. 
against the adversaries of his clect. “‘ for their” that is the elect’s “ sake,” i.e, ut numerus 
electorum compleatur. Diodati’s rendering of this difficult place is “ benche siaJento all’ 
ira per cagion lero.” Should God reveal his wrath before the mystical body of the elect is 
completed, it would be, if we may so say, premature. Hence he resuains his wrath fos 
the good of the aggregate or corporate body. 
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change of the pious living, and the glorification of both ; the binding 
of Satan ; the restoration of the Jewish nation, and the ushering in 
of the kingdom of God. 

As to the other branch of this objection; millenarians say, the con- 
version of the whole world is reserved not for a future miracle, but 
Sor a future economy. Between this economy of the dispensation of 
the gospel among the gentiles, and the economy of the kingdom of 
God, or rather at the ending of the former, and as a part of it, there 
will occur a series of judgments, and signs, and mighty works of the 
Lord such as the world has never witnessed. Some of these have 
been just mentioned. Judgments will then descend upon those who 
have rejected and abused the gospel, and trodden under foot the Son 
of God, and counted the blood of the covenant an unholy thing, and 
have done despite unto the Spirit of grace. These, at the revelation 
of the Lord Jesus Christ from heaven, will, according to the decla- 
ration of Paul, be punished with everlasting destruction from the 

resence of the Lord and the glory of his power.* These judgments, 
owever, they believe will not involve the whole race, but only those 
nations who have for so many ages enjoyed the gospel, and by whom 
its oft repeated offers have been rejected. But whatever miracles of 
-Judgment or mercy may then be wrought, it is not to these, millena- 
rians ascribe the conversion of the residue of men. To the same 
Almighty Being, who now effectually calls and sanctifies the elect, 
will still belong the office of creating anew the souls of men. “In 
consequence of the mighty change in the Divine administration, the 
Holy Spirit will be seated out anew, in power, to convert and regen- 
erate the whole world. As his office now is to take of the things of 
Christ and shew them unto men, so will it be then; and as there 
will then be new manifestations of that Holy One, so the Holy Spirit 
will act with energies so wholly new as quickly to change the course 
of things here below, and place the church far above the world which 
now enslaves it.”’ 

We have given, in the last remark, the sentiments of a distinguish- 
ed writert of the literal school. Our object has been to avoid enter- 
ing intoany theory touching the details or the efficients to be employed 
in that future economy; but it seemed necessary to advance the 
views just stated in cae to meet the objection under consideration. 


Whatever the reader may think, therefore, of the theory of this writ- 


* See Dr. Bloomfield (Critical Dig.) on 2 Thess. 1; 8, where he says that we must un- 
derstand by “ those that know not God and | not the gospe:,” those that have had the 
means of knowing and have neglected them, whose ignorance is voluntary, and those 
who after having embraced the gospel do not fulfil its injuactions.” Miullenarians suppose 
that the persons here meant are for the most part the inhabitants of what we call Christeu- 
dom, or that part of it which lies within the geographical circuit of the fourth empire pre- 
dicted by. Daniel, and whose end is symbolically represented in Dan. 7; 11, 26; Rev. 19; 
20. See Cuninghame’s Pre-millenial Advent of Messiah. Pref, to the 2d ed. p- xiii. in 
2d vol. of Literalist. [This Tract of Mr. Cuninghame was firat pub:ished in the Christian 
Observer in answer to a communication to that periodical in July 1827, signed D. D.] 
From Dan. 7; 9-11, the Jewish church derived the idea that the judgment of the great day, 
(Jude 6) would be a judgment by fire, to which Paul refers iu the place above cited. Ps. 
50; 3, also refers to the same period. Dr. Whitby’s objections are urged against the the- 
ory which supposes that the whole earth is tc be yed by fire before the millenium, as 
stated by Dr. Burnet, which manv millenarians do not believe. 

, t << -o me Essays on the Millenium, published in the Ist vol. of the Literalist, Essay 
+» Pp. 4Y, AE. 
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er, considered as a whole ; whether it be wrong or right, the expres- 
sions cited serve to show that thi8 objection is unfounded. 
Before we leave this part of the subject, it is proper to notice one 
other topic, which is closely connected with it. We have seen that 
the doctrine of election is a leading doctrine in the creed of oitho- 
dox millenarians. They contend that no one who receives the views 
of Calvin or of the reformers upon this subject, can consistently 
adopt the views of those who expect that the purpose of God touch- 
ing the object of this dispensation will be altered or expanded so as 
to bring add within the saving influences of the gospel; because that 
would alter entirely the order of things which the New Testament 
Scriptures contemplate as perpetual; that is, to continue till the end 
of the dispensation and the coming of the Lord. But this is not the 
only change which the doctrine of a spiritual millentum has wrought 
in the Calvinistic system. In order to allow time for the conversion 
of the whole world, and the subsequent millenial period as a part of 
this dispensation, the day of the Lord’s coming must be postponed to 
a very distant time. This theory leads to what millenarians deem a 
false interpretation of all those Scriptures which enjoin, or seem to 
enjoin, upon Christians in all ages the duty of watchfulness, for the 
personal, visible coming of Christ. This we have seen already- 
Millenarians, on the other hand, infer from this doctrine of election, 
the entire and absolute uncertainty of the time of the Lerd’s coming, 
(so far as men can know any thing upon the subject)—as its neces- 
sary consequence ; and this, they say, confirms their interpretation 
of the class of texts just referred to: for who can know the number 
of God’s elect? Who can say how many of them have already 
been gathered? Who can know or say how many remain to be ag- 
gregated to their number, before the mystical body of Christ will be 
complete? Who can say that the last of them is not already on 
earth among the living? The world,* by which they mean, not the 


*'The reader may be interested with the following extract, which we have translated 
from a work in French, composed about the end of the last century, by Lambert. a Ro- 
man Catholic writer, and published at Paris in 1806. It contains, contrary to the doctrine 
of the church to which he belonged, a striking testimony in favour of millecarian views. 
The passage which follows explains the sense in which the word world, or (aiwy ouvTeAsix 
e:i3095) end of the world, is understood by some millenarians. Seevol.},p.97 98 Ex- 
position des predictions, etc. *‘In order that we may rightly understand what the Hol 
Scriptures anuounce concerning the destruction of the ungodly , and the. punishments which 
are to fall upon apostate gentiles j among whom he includes Roman Catholic rations; we 
must distinguish three great grdemente ot God whieh are the consummation of three peri- 
ods which the Scriptures call worlds. ‘The first of these worlds commenced at the crea- 
tion, and was ended by the deluge, which is the first universal judgment pronounced by 
the Creator against all flesh. Peter (11. 3; 6—2; 5,) ealls this first world—the world that 
then was, or the old world. The second world commenced when Neah leit the ark with 
his family to re-people the earth. It comprehends the time from Noah to Muses, betore 
the law—from Moses and the giving of the law to the advent of the Lord Jesus Christ and 
that which shall elapse {rom thence till the reprobation of the gent.les, and the return of 
the Jewish people—(that is, the time which shall intervene between the first and second 
advent of our Lord.] ‘Ihis second period [or rather the last portion of it) is often called 
by the sacred writers, the last times. the tast days. It was in reference to this corrupted 
world our Lord said to Pilate, “ My kingdom 1s not of this world, John 18;36. In fact, 
it will not be until the third world or the world to come. as Paul calls it. that the kingdom 
of Messiah, so often spoken of in the Scriptures, will be established. This second world 
{which still continues} will be ended by a judgment. which is called by Malachi, the great 
and terrible day of the Lord. ‘Vhen the Lord * will shake the heavens and the¢ arih.” or 
as it is ok explained, © will overthrow the throne of kingdoms, and will destroy 
the strength of the kingdoms of the keathen.” Haggai 2; 21,22. In fine. the third world 
(which is yet iuture,] 1s that which the apostie calls the world to come, or the habitable earth 
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‘material globe or earth itself, but the present dispensation or order of 
things, is continued or preserved, not for its own sake, but for the 
sake of the elect, all of whom it is God’s purpose shall come to re- 
pentance: God will not close the present world premalurely, or so as 
to cut off from life and hope any who have been given to Christ. 
Nor will he prolong it a day beyond the fulfilment of his purposes of 
election. Even Sodom could not be destroyed while Lot remained 
init. The fountains of the great deep could not be broken up, and 
the windows of heaven could not be opened while Noah was out of 
the ark. In like manner God now restrains his wrath only for the 
sake of fulfilling his covenant of mercy in Christ. But how long will 
he restrain it? When shall the number of his chosen be complete? 
These are secret things which belong to God; and because they are 
secret, none has any Scriptural warrant to say the day of the Lord’s 
coming is afar off; for aught we know it may be very near, although 
at may not be in our time.* i 

That such were the views of Calvin, and-of all the reformers, and 
“of all the chief doctors of the church, before Dr. Whitby’s time, the 
millenarians allege may be abundantly proved not only from their 
writings, but from their more formal and solemn standards and con- 
fessions of faith. The reader will pardon us, if we dwell a little on 
this point. We regard it as important and interesting in several re- 
spects: First, as a consequence of (what we have called, to avoid 
<ircumlocution,) the doctrine of election, as we have just endeavored 
‘to show : Secondly; it shows thatthe reformers and the whole church 
previously to the eighteenth century, expected no millenium tocome; 
they could not, while they understood the Scriptures as teaching that 


‘the day of judgment and the coming of Christ might occur at any time 
even in their own day. It furnishes alse a reason for the opinion in 
which they generally concurred, that the millenium was past—an 
‘opinion which Roman Catholic. theologians and some Protestants at 
‘the present day also entertain. In this particular, most Protestant 
interpreters, both of the spiritual and literal school, think they were 


to come. Heb 2;5. Elsewhere. (as in Is. 65; 17. and 2 Pet. 3; 13.) the Scriptures call this 
third world, the new heavens and the new earth. This last (or third) world, wil be ended 
‘by the general resurrection, and the last judgment. and the eterual y my oi the 
righteous and the wicked. ‘The first of these great judgments (viz. the deluge) is to us 
Now, nothing more than a lesson for instruction The last of these judgments 1s still very 
remote, and its remoteness is made a pretext of an occasion for impenitence and (carnal) 
security... But every thing indicates that the second of these judgments is advancing 
rapidly, and that it may burst, at a moment when least expecied, upon the apostate gei.- 
Ailes, and enclose them. as in the net of a fowler.” The autkor then proceeds to cite and 
“explain several passages of Scripture. which he says refer to this intermediary judgmevt. 
Among others he cites Joel 2; 10, 30,31—2 Thess 1; 1-7—Ps. 10—50 and 97—Is. 50, 27- 
-30—1s. 66; 12, 16—13; 5. 18—24; 1, 5.16, 22—34; 1, 8—Matth. 24; 29—Maik 13; 24—Jer. 
25; 30. ‘That these and the like predictions do not refer to the final judgment, he says is 
apparent; for though the judgment described is awful, yet generations of men are to suc- 
ceed it. They speak of -* the siain”—* bodies and blood extended on the earth and trod- 
-den under foot as dung”—* the treading down of the wicked under the soles-of the feet,” 
of “ Israel being deliverded,” while “ the nations are punished,” &c. Jer. 25; 30—Zeph: 
1; 14. 18;—Mal. 4, 3—Is 2; 11. Such ciscumstances as these do not comport with the 
description of the final judgment, Kev. 20; 12, when the wicked shall not be slain, nor 
punished by waters. fires, floods, hail, or the waves of the sea; on the contrary, they shall 
‘De raised to life and punished with the eternal flames of hell. But to return to the idea 
above stated. The present dispen-ation of the gospel among the gentiies, are the last 
times of this world that now is. It is as it were. the lengthening of the times of the gen- 
‘tiles, in order to take out of them an elect church ; in consequence of the fall of the Jew- 
ash church who had the first offer of the kingdom. And herein will be verified the saying 
eof our Lord, “ Many that are !ast shall be first,” &c. * See Rev .6; 10, 11. 
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im error; though they agree not in what the error consisted. In this 
one matter, however, which is of great practical moment, the reform- 
ed churches of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries agreed with 
millenarians—we mean in the doctrine of the possible nearness of 
the advent of Christ, and the duty of Christians constantly to watch 
for it. This doctrine or belief is often confounded with the conclu- 
sions of some who, with over-much confidence, presume upon the 
correctness of the application of the chronological prophecies to cer- 
tain events recorded m history, and on the ground thereof, undertake 
to compute our distance in time, from the end of the dispensation. 
Yet this is a matter quite distinct from the general doctrine of which 
We are speaking, into which we do not propose to enter. It is suffi- 
cient to say, that many millenarians do not believe such prophecies 
were designed to enable the church to fix absolutely the time in which 
they shall be fulfilled, but only to awaken a spirit of watchfulness 

and this is an important use) as their fulfilment draws near. Others 

eclare their wart of confidence in any calculations of this sort which 
hitherto have been made.* But a from any such precise calcu- 
lations, the general doctrine as before stated, is often urged as a sub- 
stantive ground of objection against the millenarian scheme. Thatit 
should be, by those who cordially enter into the prevailing expecta- 
tions of the church, is not surprising. It seems unlikely, itis said by 
some objectors, “ considering the shortness of the Christian dispensa- 
tion up to the present time, compared with that which has gone be- 
fore it.” It seems unlikely, “ from viewing the condition of the 
world itself in regard to its developements.’’ It seems unlikely, “ in- 
asmuch as the moral plans of God, so far as developed in the Scrip- 
tures,t do not appear to be sufficiently accomplished to warrant the 
expectation of such an event.” In the view of others, the intrinsic 
improbability of the doctrine is so great, it amounts to a proof, that 
the system which comprises it, must be absurd, and its abetters fanat- 
ics or enthusiasts. 


Those who thus severely judge, seem not to be aware of the history 








* Jeremiah ond ,amember of the Westminster Assembly, who died in 1646, 
and is reckoned by Dr. Wilkins among the most eminent of the English Divnes for prae- 
tical divinity, expresses himself thus on this subject. ‘ But now if you ask me when shal 
these things be ; when shall Jerasalem be made the praise of the whole earth? 11 is very 
hard to determine the particalar time, but surely at tke end of Antichrist’s reign it must 
be. And how long Antichrist shall reign, that we know certainly; only the difficulty is to 
reckon the very time of the beginning of his reign....... Antiehbrist shall reign for 1260 
years, and we have such parallel Scriptures for this. that there is nothing more evident 
than it is, and generally, divines a upon it.” Then after eiting several texts he pro- 
ceeds, ‘‘ Now all the difficulty is about the beginning of the 1260 y . I find gen- 
erally those that make a computation of the reign of Antichrist, they pitch it upon two 
periods : either upon sach a time as will be ended within a very few years, as Mr. Bright- 
man and others. .... And others in 1666. But there is another computation of these who 
think the reign of Antichrist did not begin so soon, and they conceive it will be a matter 
of 200 or more years before the beginning of these times. But I think God hath not left 
it fully clear to determine about the time. ily this ; God, by his strange kind of working 
among us, dotlr seem as if he were hastening of the time as if it were near at hand.” Jeru- 
salem’s Glory Breaking Forth into the World, pp. 89, 92 of second edition. 

t The moral plans referred to, are the conversion of the world, the reign of righteous- 
ness, in short the realization of a spiritual millenium. The Scriptures whieh devel 
them, as the objector supposes, are such as the following. Gen. 3; 15—28; 14. Numb. 14; 
21. Ps. 2; 8—72311, 17. Is. 2;4. Ps. 72;7. Is. 52;8—11; 13. Zech. 14;9. is. 11;6,9—95; 7 
—30; 26. Acts 2; 16,17. Dan. 7; 27. a is the same, therefore, as one al- 
ready considered, only stated in a more general form ; and applied especially to the mil- 


y Pi 
Jenarian doctrine concerning the possible nearness of the end oF the dispensatien, and the 
duty of Christians to watch for it. ; 
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of this article of the millenarian’s belief, nor that he can summon to 
its defence, such learned and sober-minded Christians as Calvin, Lat- 
imer, Knox, Sandys, Ridley, Bradford, Davenant, the divines of the 
Westminster Assembly, Cartwright, Piscator, Watson, Thomas Adams, 
the framers of the Saybrook Platform, W. Romaine, and many others 
of distinguished note in the church. “ 

To maintain that this belief is fanatical or absurd, says the millen- 
arian, is to maintain that all these honoured servants of God, whose 
labours still continue, through the Divine favour, to biess the church- 
es, were fanatics ; to maintain that it is improbable, on grounds like 
those suggested, is to assign human reasons for Scripture truths—a 
practice which has contributed more to secularize and pervert the 

spel, and make it a thing of this world, than any other one cause. 

his did not the reformers and the godly ministers of the ages refer- 
red to. The estimation in which the divines of the sixteenth and 
seventeenth centuries are now held by the church, is manifest from 
the fact that new editions of one and another of their works are con- 
stantly called for. This is virtually a confession that their writings 
are superior to those of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries.* 
But in vain shall we search in them for any interpretations of pro- 
phecy which will support the hypothesis of a spiritual millenium before 
the coming of Christ ; and what is more to our present purpose, the 
earnestness, the solemnity, and the depth of piety by which they are 
characterised, and the warnings, the pungent appeals with which they 
abound, are perhaps to be ascribed more to their belief in the near 
approach of the judgment than to any other cause. They lived un- 
der the abiding influence of a judgment near at hand, which could 
not but influence greatly their practical estimate of this world’s goods, 
and their plans for the disposal of them. ‘The real and pressing 
conviction,” says Mr. Noel,t ‘of the return of the Lord Jesus Christ 
to erect a tribunal of abiding justice on earth, would go far to awe 
rebellion of heart into subjection, and to reverse the practical estimate 
of power, influence, distinction, wealth good men, .... 
while they recognize a distant, stately, and indistinct notion of Provi- 
dence, vehemently oppose a domination which would overawe their 
passions, and render painful the pursuits of ambition, pleasure, 
wealth.” Consider,” says another writer, ““what would be the 
conduct of a man who really believed his Lord might come before 
his death Examine the details of human employment, desire, 
and expectation, and put the question upon each particular; what 
would be the influence of this belief, upon such a man, in respect to 
it? Would he be greedy of wealth? Would he amass it by oppres- 
sion or extortion? Would hehoardit? Would he entail his estates? 
Would he covet earthly distinctions? Would he over-estimate pre- 
sentease? Would he be indifferent to the immediate conversion of 
his children or near relations? .. . . Is a child trained in the way he 
should go, who reads in every as | about him the sentiment, ‘“ M 
Lord delayeth his coming ?”’ . . . . Even the operations of the churc 
. -. - are often founded on this principle : how often it is, that money 
is given with the direction to fund the principal, while the interest 


* See Cuninghame on the Fulness of the Times, 163, 164. . 
t Prospects of the Christian Church, Chap. 8. Published in the Literalist, vol, 1, 
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only is to be expended in the promotion of some pious object. Do 
not such directions plainly say, my Lord will delay his coming for a 
long time yet to come ?’’* 

We give these extracts to show the supposed practical bearing of 
this article of the millenarian’s belief which is often stigmatized as 
fanatical ; and also to show what millenarians beHeve was the influ- 
ence of the same expectation upon the reformed churches in the six- 
teenth and seventeenth centuries. Undoubtedly the most important 
doctrine in the millenarian scheme, in a practical point of view, is 
this of the uncertainty of the day of the Lord’s coming, and its pos- 
sible nearness to us at all times. The millenium, as we have seen, 
is not, according to their view, the inheritance of the elect church, 
and therefore is not the object of its hope; for before that era, the 
elect church will be gathered in their resurrection bodies to the Lord 
in glory. Nor is it an object of hope to the ungodly of Christendom, 
as if it were to break upon the world like the light of the morning,t 
gently and gradually to cheer and to bless those who have resisted 
the less energetic influences of the Spirit at the present day. For 
between us and it, the Lord will come to judgment ; and those of his 
enemies (to whom the gospel: has been preached) who would not 
that he should reign over them, (which unwillingness they express 
as often as they reject the preached gospel,) he will, according to the 
parable, command the ministers of his justice, to bring and slay them 
before him. 

We have dwelt longer upon this topic than we originally intended, 








*1t is imposs'ble, and would be improper in a review, to enter at large into incidental 
topics; but as it is ofien inquired why it is not just as well to remind men of their own 
mortality, as to preach the coming of the Lord to jadyment; it may not be improper to 
suggest some of the answers which millenarians make. First. then, they say ; because 
we may expect, that God will bless such truths as he requires to be presented to the minds 
of men. when he would not bless motives of human suggestion. ‘The question is, which 
mouve do the inspired apostles most frequently hold up? for they are our guides. They 
almost always refer to the commg of the Lord to jadgment—seldem if ever to death; as 
a motive to sway Christians. aul in hi- epistles. refers to this event near thirty times, 
aud all the other aposiles several times. One reason for this may be, that for aught that 
was revealed, the Lord might come before death according to the common course of na- 
ture, would overtake those whom they addressed. (2.) ‘The common doctrine allows.men 
ample scope for the execution of post-obit plans in respect to their families and preper- 
ties. But the doctrine of the Lord’s advent always near, (though it may net be impend- 
ing) gathers and concentrates all of a man’s interests and affections witht a-horter space 
than he may hope to live, judging (as he always will) by the common course of nature. 
And it he really believes it, he will feel the intense urgency of the obligation to do all bis 
duty with his might. It is not enough for him. that he is in the ark bimselt. if Ins loved 
ones are out of it. He never thinks of bequeathing the trust of a-religious duty to othe.s 
who are to come after him. which he can perform himself. As his Master commands him 
to watch at all times for his coming, the injunction implies the duty to be the executor of 
all his pious purposes. (3.) If this influence were felt by all Christians individually, it 
would give surprising power to the corporate action of the whole body. The Lord’s 
treasury would be in the pockets of his people. (not in forded revenues) and would be 
forth coming when and where and in whatever amonnt it should he wanted. ‘The mental, 
moral. physical enervies of the church; its meu, women, id children. money, goods, 
lands, would be at prompt command So it was in the age of the apostles, when the 
watch word «f the church was Maranatha, Dominus noster venit. Acts 4; 34. 37. lt was 
this which made the apostelic churches missionary in the true sense of the word. Men, 
aud bodies of men, willact leisurely, when they know or believe they have a long time in 
which they may do what is on their hands) God, who has eternity ‘for the execution of 
his pew seems slack in the estimation of nnthinking men, Concerning his promise ; but 
well may he act leisurely. [t is not his will, however, to authorize slackuess on our part, 
presuming that our dispensation has long cycles yet t» ron. He has droppe.! an impene- 
— veil over all beyond the presen! momcut. See Noel’s Prospects for more on this 
subject. 

t See the extract from McFarlane’s Essay, in a note to a former page. 
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but we must not close it without some references, showing what was 
the belief of the church during the sixteenth and seventeenth centu- 
ries concerning the time of the Lord’s coming. 

We have already referred to a passage in the Institutes of Calvin, 
in which he declares‘that ‘the Scripture uniformly commands us to 
look forward with eager expectation to the coming of Christ, and. de- 
fers the crown of glory that awaits us till that period.’’* But the 
sentiments of Calvin may be learned with more particularity from 
his observations upon 1 Cor. xv. 51; 1 Thess.iv. 15; v.1; 2 Thess. 
ii. 2.t By consulting these places, the reader will-see that he under- 
stood the apostle as teaching that the day of the Lord’s advent is to 
be expected at all times—that Christians are always to have their 
expectations awake, and to be kept in suspense, promising them- 
selves no certain interval of time, but to be at all times prepared, and 
standing, as it were, upon watch, and continually expecting that day. 

The Westminster Confession of Faith is not less explicit: in chap. 
33, concerning the last judgment, this article occurs: ‘‘ As Christ 
would have us to be certainly persuaded that there shall be a day of 
judgment, both to deter all men from sin and for the greater consola- 
tion of the godly in their adversity: so will he have that day un- 
known to men; that they may shake off all carnal security, and be al- 
ways watchful, because they know not at what hour the Lord will 
come, and may be ever prepared to say, Come, Lord Jesus, come 
quickly, amen.”} The corresponding article in the ,Saybrook Plat- 
form is almost word for word, the same. 

Now it cannot be said that the day of judgment spoken of in these 
articles, intends the day of a man’s death, because virtually that is 
the day of judgment to him; for the title of the chapter, and the 
other articles of it, show that the great day of the Lord is meant, 
in which he will judge, not only men, but apostate angels. The ex- 
pectation, therefore, which these articles inculcate, is that which 
millenarians cherish. 

Pictet, in his Theologia Christian4,§ inculcates the same doctrine. 
**The Lord’s will is, that the last hour should be unknown, that it 
may be always looked for ; so that while we are unable to foresee it, 


* Institutes, Book iii. ch. 25, sec. vi. 

¢ | Cor. 15; 51. “ Quum autem dicit, nos immutabimur, in eorum numero se comprehendit, 

ui victuri sunt ad Christi adventum : quoniam jam erant postrema | pectandus sunctis 
fait dies ille in singulus horas. Quanquam ad Thessalonicenses. memorabile illud vaticiniuns 
edit, de futura dissipatione Ecclesia. antequam adveniat Christus; sed illud non ob-tat, quin tan- 
quam in rem presentem adducens Coriathios, se et illus adjungere iis potuerit qui tune super- 
Stites futuri erant.”? 

1 Thess. 4; 15. Quod autem in prima persona loquens, se quasi unum facit ex eorum numero, 
qui usque ad diem extremum victuri sunt; eo vult, Thessalonicenses in erpeetationem erigere, 
adeoque pios omnes tenere suspensos ne sibi tempus aliquod pomittant. Nam ut denrts, ipsum ex 
peculiari revelatione scivisse venturum aliquanto serius Christum; hanc tamen Eeclesie com=- 
munem doctrinam trapi oportuit, ut fideles omnibus horis parutl essent. 

1 Thess. 5;1. Diem porro adventus sui nobis esse abscondi um voluit Christus, ut suspensi 
quasi in excubiis stemus. 

2 Thess 2; 2. Intetea sic vault Dominus (illam diem) a nobis assidue expectari, ut certum spati- 
um minime praefiniamus ‘ 

¢ In the Directory for the Public Worship of God, as adopted in the Presbyterian Church of 
Scotiand, under the heads, ‘* Of Public Prayer before Sermon,” and “* Of Prayer after Sermen,?? 
ministers are directed to pray for ‘ the fall of Antichrist and the hastening of the second coming 
of our Lord,” and for “‘a watehing for the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ.”” But-these clauses 
are omitted in the Directory adopted by the Presbyterian church in the United States. ‘These 
elauses in the Directory of the Church of Scotland, are in harmony with the article cited above, 
and proper to be observed by those who believe the article in the sense in which it was penned, 

§ Lib. 12; cap-3. Ignoratur tempus istud: nemo novit, ne filius quidem, Marc 13; 32, ete. La- 
tet unus ut observentur omnes; horam ultimam Dominus ideo voluit incognitam ; ut semper es- 
set suspecta, ut dum illam previdere non possumus, ad illam sine intermissione preparemur. 
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we may always be prepared for it.’’ So does Piscator :* ‘“‘ The advent 
of the Lord to judgment, zs to be looked for with perpetual vigilance, 
especially by the ministers of the word.” Thomas Adams (cir. 
1633) remarks, on 2 Pet. iii. 3, ‘‘ The end in the apostles’ time, was 
not far off; now, it must be very near. If that were the last day, 
this must be the last hour; orif that were the last hour, this is the 
last minute.” .... ‘From all this we may gather, that so deep are 
we fallen in the latter end of these Jast days, that for aught we know, 
before we depart from this place, we may look for the last fire to flash 
in our faces.” John Howet says, “nor will the time of expectation 
be long, when I shall awake—when he shall appear. Put it to the 
longest term. It was said sixteen hundred years ago to be but a little 
while. Three times over, in the shutting up of the Bible, he tells 
us, “I come quickly.” In 1755, we find W. Romaine expressing 
himself thus: ‘‘The marks and signs of his (Christ’s) second advent 
are fulfilling daily. His coming can not be far off. If you compare 
the uncommon events which the Lord said were to be the forerunners 
of his coming to judgment, with what hath lately happened in the 
world, you must conclude that the time is at hand.” He then pro- 
ceeds to other remarks which are entirely incompatible with the pre- 
vailing expectations of the church.} 

The same belief concerning the uncertainty of the continuance of 
the present dispensation, and the duty of Christians at all times to 
watch for the coming of Christ to judgment, obtained among the early 
Christian writers or fathers. Augustine compares this dispensation 
to the old age of a man. It has no determinate limits—it may be 
greatly prolonged beyond expectation, or it may be suddenly cut 
short. But certainly, if any have reason to watch carefully for the 
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* Comment on 1 Thess. 4; 14. Quum dics adventus Domini nos lateat, semper parati simus ad 
excipiendum adventurum. sobrie scilicet viventes, ~~ et orantes. Vide Luc. 2; 34, 35, 36, 
item Luc. 12; 356-40, item Matth. 24; 42-44. Luc. 2] Obs. Quum vero hora adventus illius 
nos lateat,semper studere debemus pietati, ut possumus coram Domino consistere. etc. 

Lue. 18; 8 obs. Quum podie fides tiana vava avis in terris ... . monemur hoc judicio, ad- 
ventum Domini non procul abesse. Etsi enim multi fidem ore profitentur, tamen plerique factis 


eam ni t. 

Luce. 12; 35. Adventus Domtni ad judicium perpetua cum vigilantia et officii cura expectandus 
est, ne Incantos opprimat; idque imprimis ministris verbi. 

¢ Works, vol. 1, page 263. Blessedness of the Righteous. (1668.) Howe was born 1630, he died 
in 1706. He was a cotemporary aan. was born in — died in 1725. InH 
2d Sermon on the prosperous state of the ‘ol. 1, p. 567-8 of Works, preach- 
ed some ten yeats after the though not published till 1726, which was five 
and twenty years after Whitby’s tise on the millenium,) he gives the outline of a spiritual 
pes ee resembling the present theory, although he speaks cautiously, and in some places 
ndistinctly. 

$1t may be said, however, that “ these men were mistaken, as the event has shown. 
The providence of God—or as some would say, a better system of exegesis—has made 
us wiser, and the church has long since dismissed all such unfounded »? Millena- 
rians admit that the providence of God has made us wiser in respect to 
future. Could they have foreseen what we see in retrospect, they would not 
of the uncertainty of the future as they appear to have cherished, and this is all millenarians ad- 
mit. A Christian commits no mistake, however, 4 obeying his Lord’s express command. Duty 
is his, while the event is in the Lord’s hand. ut the argument, so far as it is founded upon 
mere lapse of time, is fallacious; for while every succeeding year appears to add to its strength, 
it really takes from it ; unless we believe with the infidel, the Lord will never come. In fact, it 
will appear to be strongest,—and those according to it, will have most reason to say, “ where is 
the promise of his coming, for since the fathers fell asleep, all things continue as from the begin- 
ning of the creation’’—at the time when the judgments of the Lord’s coming shall overwhelm 
those who thus reason. It is declared expressly, that that day shall come as a snare on all them 
that dwell on the face of the whole earth. Even the church will be like the ten 9 p. 
Is it impossible, then, that God should pe:mit the whole church te fall away from this doctrine, as 
a means of fulfilling these predictions? Is it not singular that Dr. Whitby, a decided of 
Calvinism, should tly, and perhaps without it, have succeeded in modifying—in 
pow fan nt ey in two so important part , as the doctrine of election, in 
respec - to its future and application, and the uncertain duration of the present diepensa-~ 
tion 
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end of life, those have, who have entered upon its last period. From 
‘the fathers, the same doctrine passed into the Roman Catholic church, 
as appears by authors who lived before as well as since the reforma- 
‘tion. We have added in a note,* some further references on this 


-ATIMER, in his sermon on the judgment, (1552,) and Becen, in his sermon on the 
second coming of Christ, ( 567.) express the belief that the great day was near. 

Knox, in his “ fetter tothe faithful in London,” (1554,) says, “ Has he not.” the Lord 
Jesus Christ, “in despite of Satan’s malice carried up our flesh into heaven? And shall-he 
not return?’ We know that he shall return and that with expedition,” &c. 

Ripvey, in his “ Lamentation for the Change of Religion,” (1554 or 5.) says. “The 
world without doubt—this I do believe, and therefore 1 say 1\—draws towards an end. ... 
Let us with John, the servant of God, cry in our hearts ‘unto our Saviour, Christ, come 
‘Lord Jesus come.” , 

BrapForp says, “ Letters from his Prison” (1551 or 5,) “ Covet not the things thet 
are in this world, but long for the comin.z of the Lord Jesus. . . . God will one day restore 
‘them (ie. our bodies.) to us. like to the of our Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ. whose 
‘coming is now at hand. Letus look for it, and lift up our heads forour redemption draw- 
eth nigh ” “ He,” i.e Jesus Christ our Lord, “ now is not seen ‘elsewhere [than in 
heaven] or otherwise than by faith; until he shall be seen as he is, to the salvation of 
those that look for his coming, which I trust is not far off ; for if the day of the Lord 
‘drew near in the apostles’ time which is now above 1500 years past, it cannot be, J trust, 
Yong hence.now. I trust our Redeemer’s coming is at hand 

Joun Careves (martyr, 1556,) says, “ If you will not here willingly suffer with Christ 
for the testimony of his everlasting truth, you shall suffer with the world now. for your 
own wickedness. and then you shall not reign with Christ in glory at his gracious coming, 
unto which now I hope it is not very long. 

ARCHBISHOP Sanpys, (who died 1588,) in his sermon, “ End of all things at hand,” 
remarks, ‘‘ but as his coming is most certain, so the hour, day, movth, year, is most uncer- 
tain.” He then refers to Acts 1;7. Matth. 24; 36. 1 Thess. 5; 2, “ Now as we know not 
the day and the time. so let us be assured this coming of the Lord is near. ... . Thot it is 
zat hand, it may be probably gathered out of the Scriptures. The signs mentioned by 
‘Christ in the gospel which should be the foreshowers of this terrible day, are almost al- 
weady allt fulfilled,” &c. 

Bishop Davenant, on Col., (:627,) says, ‘ He bas decreed that the glory of Christ- 
fans is to be expected on the second coming of Christ... .. Now this day, if we believe 
the Scriptures, will come both quickly and suddenly. 

Joun Mitton’s belief on this article may be learned from a passage near the end of 
this second book on the Reformation in England. ‘ Thou, the eternal and shortly expected 
King. shalt open the clouds to judge the several kingdoms of the world.” &c. And if the 
‘Treatise on Christian Doctrine, not long since discovered and printed, be rightly ascribed 
to him, he believed in what is called the doctrine of the personal reign of Christ on earth. 
See chap. 32. Of Perfect Glorification including the Second Advem of Christ. &e. 

In a Catechism by Jonn BouGcuton, (printed in 1600,) under the head “ Of the Last 
and Final Judgment,” we have the following Qu When shall this day be? Ans, The 
precise day, week, moneth and yeere. neither man nor any of the angels can tell, &c. 
‘Qu. Why would God have this day unknown tous? Ans. ‘I'o bridle our curiosity, to try 
and exercise our faith, hope, and patience—to fear us from carnal security—to make us 
watch and prepare for his coming continually, having our loins girt, oor lamps trimmed 
with the oy! of faith and good works, not deferring ano procrastinaling our repentance.” 
He then proceeds to treat of the signs of Christ’s coming. 

Cartwricuart, (a celebrated English Puritan, born 1535, died 1603,) Harmony on 
Matth. 24; 42. Mark 13; 33. Luke 21; 34, has the following: ‘“‘ Magis ergo nos exsuscitat 
ad vigilandi studium quod dies Domini nobis ceelatur, quam si innotesceret.” . . . “‘ Caven- 
dum ergo, ne de Christi adventu tanquam de re que in aliquot secula rejicitur , cog itenws.” 

WiitaM Perkins, a distinguished Puritan divine who died in 1602, says, ** Now the 
truth that may be avouched against all,is this. that no man can know. or set down, 
or conjecture the day, the week, the month, the year. or the age, (i.e the 100 years as ex- 
plained in the margin,) wherein the second coming of Christ and the last day of judgment 
shall be’ He then refers to Matth. 24; 36. Acis 1;7. 1 Thess. 5;2. ‘* Now we know 
that a man that keepeth his house, cannot conjecture or imagine when a thief will come, 
and therefore no man can set down the particular time or age, when Christ shall come to 
judgment” He then proceeds to remark upon the signs which will precede and attend it. 

he first 1s, this gospel of the kingdom shall be preached poy the whole world for a 
witness, Matth. 24; 14, which he says must be understood, not that the gospel must be 

ached to the whole world at any one time, for that, | take it, was never yet seen, net- 
ther shalt be ; (of course this author did not expect a spiritual millenium before the eoming 
of Christ;) but it shall be published distinctly and rr wong | at several times. ‘Ihe other 
sigus he mentions are the revealing of Autichrist, 2 Thess. 2;3—the general deportes, * 
most men from the faith, 2 Thess. 2; 3—a general corruption of manners. 2 Tim. 2; 
terrible and grievous calamities, Matth. 26; 6, 16—exceeding deadness of heart, Luke 17; 
26—the calling of the Jews, Rom. 11; 25. Ile then adds, “ ‘These are the signs that goe 
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subject, as well to Protestant writers as to those of the Roman church. 
It would be easy greatly to multiply them. These, however, may 
suffice to show what was the common doctrine of the church upon 


before the coming of Christ; all which are almost past, and therefore the end cannot a 
off’. ... Furthermore the second coming of Christ is sudden, as the coming of a thief 
in the night. He will come when the world thinketh not of him, as a snare doth on the 
bird. Eposition of the Creed. 

See also Martin Luther’s Colloq. Mens. e. 34 and 38, cited also by Stackhouse, Com- 
plete body of Divinity. 

Rev. J. Janeway said, “Of this I am confident, through infinite merey that the very 
meditation of that day,” viz. the day of judgment, “hath ever ravished my soul ; and the 
thought of the certainty and nearness of'it is more refreshing to me than the comforts of 
the whole world.” 

PETER RavaNEt, a French Protestant, who died about 1680, in his Fhesaurus ad voc. 
Judicium, says, “ Merito quidem vult, Deus diem judicii a nobis ignerari, ut illum in sin- 
gulos dies expectantes, vigilemus et oremus assidue, ne nos imparatos opprimat.” 

PEGoRIER, another French Protestant who lived near the beginning of the last century, 
in his *« Systeme de la Religion Protestante,” which is declared to be in conformity with 
the Confession of Faith of the Protestant Churches of France, by thirteen ministers, who 
approved the work, has the following question and answer in his chapter, “ Du dernier 
jugement.” Qu. Quand se fera ce jugenient?: Re. “Le jour est bien determine dans le 
couseil de Dieu, mais personne ne le sait, comme le Seigneur nous le declare, dans |’ evan- 
gile. La sagesse de Dieu, ayant vopla, nous le cacher pour nous tenir dans une vigilence 
eontinuelle.” Veillez dit il car vous ne savez a quelle heure le Seigneur viendra. 
C’est encore iei, qu’il faut raporter la parabole des serviteurs, qui veillent et qui attendent 
leur maitre ; et celle des vierges qui tiennent leur lampes allumees, afin que quand )’epoux 
viendra elles soient en etat de le recevoir, 

In direct opposition to these views, are the instructions of the pulpit at the present day 
—of those pulpits even which are occupied by divines of the stricter sort of Calvinists. 
We have heard a minister of great eminence, and deserved influence, and of revered pi- 
ety and great sobriety of judgment, assure his hearers “ that the day of the Lord was not 
near—that they should not be troubled about it, for although the apostacy predicted by St. 
Paul had oecurred, yet there were other prophecies which must be falfilled before the com- 
ing of Christ and the day of ee those relating to the conversion of the heathea.’”” 
He then proceeded to express his views concerning the conversion of the nations accord- 
ing to the prevailing theory. It is in truth the communis dectrina of the church at the pre- 
sent day: We mention it as a smgular fact m dogmatie history—a fact that can be estab- 
lished beyond controversy, that the most orthodox ministers of the present day do teach 
upon this point, directly the opposite of the doctrine of Calvin and the reformers: and their 
successors in the churches, till near the beginning of the 18th century. 

We add a few references to Roman Catholic commentators. 

Bernard Lamy, a learned priest of the oratory, who was born in 1640 and died 1715, in 
his Harmony and ean chap 14 of lib. 5, (on Matth. 24; 36. Mark 13; 31,) has the 
following : “* De die autem illa et hora adrentus Domini ad jndicium, nemo scit, neque 
angeli ccelorum, ne que filius, nisi solus Deus Omnia ergo ejus (ss. Christi) cogni- 
tioni patebant, sede re erat Christianorum, ut pendule expectationis incerto, sicut loquitur 
B. a semper crederent diem esse venturum, quem ignorarent, quande venturus 
esset,” &c. 

Nicolas de Lyra, (who flourished about A, D.1320,) on Matth. 13; 32, at the words 
“ Neque filius,” remasks, “ In eo enim sunt omnes thesauri sapientiz et scientize abscon- 
diti. Ideo absconditi, quia nobis scire non expedit ; unde ait; non est vestrum nosse tem- 
pera vel momenta que pater posuit in sua potestate ; in quo ostendit‘quod seiat, sed nos- 
se apostolis non expediat, wt semper incerti de adventu judicis sic quotidie vivant quasi alia 
die ao Scit ergo filius sibi, sed non nobis, wé semper simus soliciti: Unde Videte 
vigilate, ete. 

On Matth. 24; 36, he says, Hie circa judicium osteniit incertitudinem...... quia per 
rationem naturalem homo non potest tempus illud certitudinaliter cognoscere, quia de- 
pendet ex simplici voluntate Dei. Similiter nee per revelationem cognoseit; quia si hoc 
revelasset aliquibus hoc fuisset factum apostolis qui fuerunt maxime illuminati tamen, ipsis 
de hoc querentibus respondit “non est vestrum nosse,” ete. Act 1; 7, quod exponens Au- 
— (lib. 18, de civit, Dei) dicit Omnium calculantium digitos resolvit ille, qui hoc 

ixit—per digitos, potentiam numerandi intelligit. 

Ihe reader may consult Stackhouse’s Complete Body of Divinity, for the opinions of 
Lactantius, Tertullian, Chrysostem 3 also, Ger. Joh, Vossius, Theses Theologice—de 

udicio extremo—de adventu Christi—de resurrectione carnis—de mundi fine, where 

will find numerous references to the fathers, and the scholastic theologians, showing 

their opinions on these topics, as well as his own. See, also, Mede’s Works, 771 e 
add two further extracts : 

Aetas ultima generis humani, que incipit a Domini adventu, usque ad finem seeculi, 
quibus generationibus computetur, incertum est. Sicut etiam senectus, que est ultima 
eetas hominis, non habet determinatum tempus, secundum mensuram aliarum, cum quando- 
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this subject, until near the beginning of the eighteenth century. It 
is true, that most of the reformers considered the millenium as past, 
and Baxter wrote his Treatise upon “The Glorious Kingdom of Christ 
Described,” &c.,on that supposition. It is also true, that the doctrine 
under consideration is equally inconsistent with the theory of a mil- 
lenium past, as with a millenium to come before the end of this dis- 
pensation; because while that period is supposed to have been cur- 
rent, or approaching, it must have had the same effect upon the minds 
of Christians, (who were then alive, if they believed it,) that the 
‘expectation of a millenium yet to come, before the second advent 
of Christ, has upon Christians at the present day. Whereas this doc- 
trine, if it be true, was designed to be a standing article of the faith 
and duty of the church in every age; and if the injunction of our 
Lord to watch for his coming, refers (as Calvin and the other authors 
cited consider it,) to the personal advent of Christ to judgment, it 
has imposed the correspondiag duty upon every Christian, in every 
past age—it imposes it likewise upon us ; and will continue obligatory 
upon all who may come after us, till the Lord shall come.* This is 


que sola tantum teneat teraporis re preecedentes ztates omnes ‘simul tenuerunt. Au- 
gustin, lib. 83, quest. questione 58. 

Dominus vult omnes soliqgos et paratos semper esse ad occurrendum Christo, et propter 
hoe etiam Apostolis de hoe querentibus respondit {Acts 1; 7,) non vestrum est nosce tem- 
= Summe of Thomas Aquinas. Supp. by Jerome ae Medicis. Quest. 168 or 77. 

mt, 2. 

* This doctrine of the uncertain continuance of the present dispensation, and the duty 
of Christians at all times to watch for its end, and the coming of the Lord has an import- 
‘ant bearing upon the stracture of the Old Testament prophecies. If these clearly foretold 
awo advents of Messiah. separated from each other by a defined and revealed iuterval of 
any considerable duration, (say the eighteen centuries which we know have elapsed,) the 
doctrine and the duty inculeated inthe New Testament upon Christians to watch for the 
second coming of Christ, would be incongruous with them. Hence, David Levi, a learn- 
‘ed modern Jew, assuming from the common doctrine of the church at the present day, 
that such an interval is declared in the New Testament, to exist, urges this incongruity, 
as an argument against its truth. And if the New Testament really did represent the 
second coming of Christ as remote, it would be incongruous with those prophecies which 
vepresent the two advents as one, taking no notice of any interval between them. But 
according to the views stated, the New Testament withholds ald information upon the 
time of the second advent, and on the ground of men’s ignorance of the time, requires 
them to watch for it as possibly (for aught they know) near. Assuming the moment of 
the ascension, or even the death of Christ, at which the old economy enced, as the be- 
ginning of the interval, it is contracted as it were, to a mere point, so that in the regard 
of prophecy, tke two advents approximate indefinitely ; and the interval becomes like the 
intercalary day in our chronology, which we take no notice of in our —— expressions 
of time. “To illustrate; take an example from (Van. 2,) the image and the stone which is 
represented as smiting it: We may say the instant when the stone first reaches the image, 
denotes the first advent; the crumbling of the image under its power, (which instantly 
would follow such an event m nature) denotes the second advent, or the events which 
will befall the kingdoms represented by the image, at that time. ‘The iaterval between 
the first moment of contact, and the fall of the image, would not be noticeable, peer od 
too short for notation, ‘T'ake another example from the same prophet ; (9; 24.) He speaks 
of finishing the transgression (alluding perhaps to the effects of Adam’s prevarication, 
upon his posterity and the world,) and making an end of sin, aod bringing in everlasting 
righteousness and the glorions consammation of all things, in the kingdom of God, as de- 

nding alike on the termination of the seventy weeks. But this work, though begun, the 

ord will not finish till he comes again. Now, we see not yet all things put under him— 
the image of gentile power still stands as firmly on its feet, apparently, as ever. Satan is 
at large, and the nations yield him their obedience, The prophet, therefore, in this place 
also, sinks out of view the interval of the two advents, and brings them, so to speak, in 
contact or continuity. Is. 49; 8, is another example of the same kind: the reducing of 
the earth to order, (rovxatTaoTnoas THY Yyn¥, Sec the LXX.) which is yet in great dis- 


order,—or the restitution (awonatactacews Tavrwv) of all things, as Peter expresses 
it, Acts 3; 19, 21, orto take the common version—the establishi of the earth, (which 
means the same thing) is spoken of in immediate connexion with the call of the gentiles. 


So in Is. 61;1, the day of vengeance of our God (which refers to the judgments which 
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a strong reason with millenarians for believing that the millenium 
cannot form any part of the present dispensation. The hypothesis of 
the millenium past, (if erroneous) is in one respect, however, less 
pernicious in its present effects, than the hypothesis of a future spir- 
itual millenium as a part of the present dispensation, if that also be 
erroneous. For those who believe the millenium past, are now, by 
their own theory in the position of watchfulness for the coming of 
Christ. This we have seen from the foregoing citations. But this 
theory, nevertheless, leads, as millenarians suppose, to erroneous 
opinions concerning the nature of the day of judgment, or rather of 
that series of events which shall ensue upon the coming of the Lord. 
They suppose (or most of them do) that the Lord, whenever he shalk 
come, will come finally and suddenly to put an end to all human 
things, and to destroy the earth itself, after having translated his saints 
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will attend the Lord’s second coming) is joined in one breath, with the aeceptable year of 
the Lord. It is observable, that our Lord in eiting this_place (see Luke 4; 19) disjoins- 
the day of vengeance, from the acceptable year, which came to the Jewish nation, during 
his personal ministry. He knew they would reject him; and he alludes to the present 
dispensation implieitly (in verses 25, 27,) where he intimates the call of the geutiles. 
Hence tlieseparation of the acceptable year of the Jews, and the day of vengeance at 
his coming in glory. So Gen 49; 10, connects the gathering of the pe:.ple with the com- 
ing of Shiloh; taking no notice of the interval between the first and seeond coming ; al- 
though the event has shown since then, a dispersion of the J@vish people whieh still con- 
tinues 5 to which the gathering foretold, refers. ‘Phese places are a few out of many ex- 
am»'es. 

This doctrine also gives us the principle of a very common prolepsis in the New Tes- 
tament. of which I Pet’2; 9—John 12; 31—Heb. 12; 28—1 Cor. 15; 27, compared with 
Heb. 2; 8—Col. 1; 13 are examples. The things spoken in these and the like passages, 
are said to be done, or have occurred, or to be, because—we meau this as one of the 
reasons—their consummation or fulfilment may be looked for (as some of the authors :e- 
ferred to express it) in singulas horas. It is worthy to he observed also, that Calvin 
(Instit. book 3. chap. 25, see 6,) makes use of this doctrine as a reason why we should 
not indulge in over curious inquiry. conceming the intermed ate state. As if he bad said 
because it may be indefinitely short, for aucht that is revealed ; the Scripture as it were, 
taking our minds across it. uniformly commands us to look forward with eager expectation 
to the coming of Christ, as an event which may—for aught that is reavealed—spare us. 
pe necessity of being unclothed of our earthly tabernacles and entering into that state, 

_may seem fanciful (hough it is a thought connected with this of Calvin) that this doc- 
trine may supply one of the reasons why the death of believers is represented under the 
image of sleep. We know that in the case of some at the last, the separation of the soul! 
and body will not exceed in duration the usual period of rest in sicep. Others, the Lord 
may find, as he once did the daughter of Jairus, just departed ; others, as the son of the 
widow of Nain; others, as Lazarus. Now, as from the moment of our Lord’s departure, 
his return has_been, to be looked for, with eager expectation by all; and as none could 
know that the Lord would not come as shortly after his decease, as he came to these, the 
Ho! Spirit in beautiful and perfect harmony with this doctrine eoneerning the Lord’s 
coming, adopts the image of sleep to represent our intermediate state ; pobably in re-pect 
to the time of its continuance; certainly not to intimate a state of unconsciousness ; for 
the souls of believers are happy in the presence of the Lord (2 Cor. 5; 6, 8—Phil 1; 23— 

ev. 6; 10.) The apostle makes this doctrine a ground of comfort to bereaved Christians,. 
1 Thess. 4; 13-18. This doctrine, too, may supply a reason why the destruction of Jeru- 
salem is connected with the second .advent of Christ. Rosenmuller (as cited by Dr. 
Bloomfield, at Matth. 24; 43) remarks, that the apostles end primitive Christians were of 
the opinion that the Lord’s advent at the destruction of Jerusalem—as he calls it—and his- 
advent at the end of the world, would be separated by a very small interval—they knew 
not whether they would not take place at the same time, &c. s. 

, However this may be ; across this uncertain interval, the rays of the ancient prophecies 
shoot, as rays of light pass an unrefracting medium—and pour all their rich ylories on 
the world to come; (Heb. 2; 5,) mantling it with a brightness, so resplendent, that our faith- 
less hearts will have it to be the vision of some distempered brain . Oh! how slow of 
heart are God’s people to believe al that the prophets have written ; as if our Lord were 
not good enough, or loving and faithful enough, or mighty enough, to execute all his word: 
or as if there were something in place or space, (irrespective of his own sovereign word 
— that it — — _— —— to him. to select some other place or world 

universe which he has made a verns, to exhibit, i oti 
i of his tot go to exhibil, iu consummate perfection, the 
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to a more glorious world,* and consigned the wicked of all ages to 
the place of eternal punishment; while millenarians believe, as we 
have seen, that he will come to raise the pious dead, to bind Satan, 
to punish apostate Christendom, to usher in the kingdom of God, and 
reign in righteousness over the whole earth.t This hypothesis leads 
too, as they suppose, to the further erroneous conclusion that the pre- 
sent dispensation is the kingdom of God. But on the other hand, 
the doctrine of a spiritual millenium yet to come, before the Lord’s 
advent, has wrought changes, as millenarians believe, which are at 
present producing a pervading and practical influence upon the lives 
of Christians. It has effaced from the belief of the principal part of 
the Protestant church (however it may remain in their standards) the 
important doctrine of the brevity and uncertain continuance of the 
present dispensation, and by putting the church and the world upon 
schemes which necessarily postpone the coming of the Lord to a dis- 
tant age, prepare both for that surprise with which the Scriptures 
often declare that day will overtake them. This very fact is, in their 
view, a striking sign of its near approach. Tosum up these observa- 
tions : . 

We gather from the last two topics the following particulars of the 
millenarian system. 

(1.) The object of the present dispensation, or the New Testa- 
ment economy is not to convert the whole world, but to take an elect 
church out of it. 

(2.) For the execution of this purpose it always has been, and still 
is, the highest interest of Christians, as well as their solemn duty, in 
obedience to the Lord’s command, to preach the gospel without delay 
among all nations. 

(3.) The continuance of the dispensation is uncertain, and its end 
should at all times be looked for as near, as well because the Lord 
commands his followers to watch for his coming, as because they 
cannot know how soon the body of his elect will be completed. 

(4.) The condition of the true spiritual church during this dispen- 
sation, has been thus far, that of warfare and suffering, while its 
numbers have been few, compared with the ungodly. Its condition 
will continue to be the same to the end of it; because the same 
Scriptures which so truly describe its past condition, will be found to 
apply to it with equal truth, in all future time, till the Lord ghall’ 
come. 


(5.) The visible church hitherto has been a mixed body, having 


* It is observable that those divines in the 16th and 17th centuries who thought the mil- 
lenium past, and were looking for the Lord’s advent to judgment, referred many passages 
of a to the state of the church in heaven, which at the present day both sp:r:tual- 
ists and literalists refer to a future state of thechurch on earth. But to do this. they were 
obliged to spiritualize them, though into a very different sense from that which the exneci+ 
ants of a spiritual millenium before the coming of Christ, now pat upon them = Their 
theory of the fature compelled them to do so, as it was quite evident they had not been 
fulfilled during anv previous times. 

tra 20m rin oxloairan, in Rev. 21; 24, “ the nations of them that are saved” mil- 
lenarians suppose cannot mean the elect and glorified church. ‘That is but one—the £y35 
&yiov, teferred to by 1 Peter 2;9. and by Paul, Eph. 1; 14, as the purchased possession, 
both apostles having reference perhajs to Exod 19;5. The nations (being many) of them 
that are saved, (from the judgments which will attend the secuid coming of the Lord) 
shall walk, &c. This mater, however, has respect to a fulue economy about which 
over-curious inquiries should not be indulged. 
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evil as well as good within it, and such will it continue to be till the 
Lord shall come. 

(6.) The prophecies of the Old Testament, therefore, which des- 
cribe the great enlargement of the church, so as to embrace all men 
of all nations—its great purity also, its continued prosperity and pre- 
vailing influence, cannot receive their fulfilment during the present . 
dispensation, without nullifying, if not the whole, at least large por- 
tions of the New Testament Scriptures. They must have respect, 
therefore to an economy which shall not begin until the New Testa- 
ment economy shall end. Those, then, who deny the futurity of 
such an economy, do, according to millenarians, in effect deny also 
the possibility of their fulfilment. 

(7.) Finally ; because the Scriptures cannot be broken, and even 
the heavens and the earth shall pass away while the word of the Lord 
shall remain, the inference is inevitable that there is an economy to 
come in which all that the prophets have written shall be literally 
and gloriously fulfilled. Such is the inference of millenarians from 
the preceding particulars, especially the fourth, fifth, and sixth, which 
are founded, as they say, not upon the occult meaning of any obscure 
prophecy of the Old Testament, but from the didactic and plainest 
portions of the New. 

There are several other grounds of argument upon which millena- 
rians rely to prove the futurity of the kingdom of God. Tothese we 
now pass, and the first which we shall mention, is the third of the 
preceding particulars, viz., the brevity and uncertain continuance of 
the present dispensation. If there were no express declaration of 
Scripture concerning the continuance of the kingdom of God, it 
would be incredible, say they, that from its introduction, it should be 
liable to be closed at any moment, and that the subjects of the king- 
dom should be commanded, at all times, to watch for itsend. What 
shall succeed it? Shall we say, another economy of the same king- 
dom on earth? Spiritualists do not expect this; on the contrary, 
they maintain, that the present is the finaleconomy. But while they 
maintain this, they contend also, that it is not of such uncertain con- 
tinuance as millenarians pretend. Assuming the fact, however, as 
proved, the millenarian proceeds to argue from the Scriptural marks or 
characteristics of the kingdom of God. In Dan. vii. 13, 14, 27, it is 
called an everlasting kingdom—an everlasting dominion, which shall 
not pass away—a kingdom that shall not be destroyed. In conformity 
with this prophet, the apostle Peter (II. i. 11,) describes it as the 
everlasting kingdom of our Lord. The angel, too, in announcing to 
Mary the incarnation and birth of Jesus, declared of him, “he shall 
reign over the house of Jacob forever, and of his kingdom there shall 
be no end.” (Luke i. 33.) Add to these, a passage from the Apoca- 
lypse, (xi. 15,) ‘‘The kingdoms of this world are become the king- 
dom of our Lord and of his Christ, and he shall reign forever and ever. 
The expectations of the Jewish nation were m accordance with these 
representations. ‘ We have heard out of the law,” said the people, 
* that Christ abideth forever.” John xii. 34. There is no difficulty, 


however, upon this point. No one disputes the perpetuity of the 
kingdom of God. How then can itbe this dispensation? We have 
seen that spiritualists deny the doctrinal fact upon which this argu- 
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ment is founded. Leaving that, however, to the consideration of the 
reader upon the proofs already submitted, spiritualists answer further ; 
that the kingdom of Christ and of God is spiritual; and that when 
once begun in the hearts of believers, (who are the true Israel,) it 
will be perpetual. The church or the company of the faithful, over 
which his kingdom is established, now subsists on earth in a state of 
imperfection, but hereafter, it will appear complete and perfect in the 
world of glory; when it will continue to subsist without end. 

The millenarian replies that this argument is not to the purpose. 
A, dispensation is an economy of God's government on earth; or, 
without attempting a precise definition, he describes it as an order of 
things appointed by God to continue during a certain time, for the 
accomplishment of certain ends. As the-Levitical dispensation had 
its ordinances of Divine service, a worldly sanctuary and a ministry, 
so the present has its ministry, sacraments and institutions. As the 
former was appointed to continue till the first coming of Christ, so 
this, though its duration is not revealed, is appointed to continue un- 
til the second coming of Christ. In the present argument, however, 
it is to be regarded chiefly as a portion of time, and the question is 
whether, so considered, this dispensation 1s the time of the kingdom. 
Now the argument is, that the current dispensation cannot be the 
time of the kingdom, because it is liable to be cut short at any mo- 
ment, and the order of things, or institutions appointed for it, are also 
liable to be displaced at all times, by another order which shall be 
perpetual, (Heb. xii. 28,) whereas, the dispensation of the kingdom 
of God is, by the covenant and promise of God, to be without end. 
This dispensation is indeed the period in which a work of grace is 
wrought in the hearts of all God’s elect, but this work does not con- 
stitute the dispensation itself. The ment opposed cannot be true, 
because it would prove too much. The faith and obedience of the 
Old Testament saints, which were wrought by the same Spirit ope- 
rating according to God’s purpose of election, and producing faith in 
a Messiah to come, would with equal reason, prove the Levitical 
economy to be the kingdom of God. And why may not a similar 
argument be used to prove that the present economy as it respects 
the world at large, (and it is not limited as the Levitical was to a sin- 
gle nation,) is one of darkness not of light—a period of misrule and 
wickedness; not of order and holiness? Does not the whole world 
lie in wickedness? Does not Satan lead the nations captive at his 
will? Is he not called the God of this world—the prince of the 
power of the air—the spirit which now worketh in the children of 
disobedience? As the Levitical economy was by its institution 
limited to a particular people, so now the dispensation of grace (as 
it is sometimes called,) is, however widely the gospel may be pub- 
lished in effect, confined to the elect, while the rest of the world 
(both then and now) yield a willing obedience to the great destroy- 
er. But the economy of the kingdom of God is effectually to em- 
brace all nations; the kingdom, and dominion, and the greatness 
of the kingdom under the whole heaven is to be given to the people 
of the saints—incense is to be offered unto the name of God, and a 
pure offering in every place; and these are marks of the kingdom 
which also discriminate it from the reign of grace in the hearts of 
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God’s elect, who are the few, as well as the enduring nature of that 
kingdom.* 

But a strong reason with many for believing the present dispensa- 
tion to be the kingdom of God, is found in the preaching of John the 
Baptist, and of our Lord at the commencement of their public minis- 
try. Both enforced the duty of repentance by the fact that the king- 
dom of God was then at hand. The present dispensation was soon 
afterwards introduced. The event therefore has served, as it is sup- 
posed, to interpret infallibly the meaning of the expression, and ap- 
ply it beyond the possibility of mistake, to the present dispensation 
of thegospel. Besides, there are several passages in the Evangelists 
which appear to declare plainly that the kingdom of God had conie 
during our Lord’s public ministry, (Matth. xii. 28—Luke x. 9, 11— 
xi. 20—xvii. 20.) Hence it is inferred this dispensation must be the 
kingdom of God.+ All these places are, in the view of some mil- 
lenarians, commonly misunderstood, and misapplied, as a little at- 
tention to the order of times, and some other passages will show. In 
fact, some millenarians maintain that there is no text in the gospels, 
which, when rightly understood, affirms historically or as a matter of 
fact, that the present dispensation is the kingdom of God. Their ar- 
gument upon this topic, may be stated thus: 

The kingdom of God was appointed to commence at, or at some- 
time after the termination of the Levitical dispensation. It could not 
commence before, nor co-exist for any time with it. There is no 
difference, we believe, between them, and interpreters of the spirit- 
ual school upon this point. A distinguished theologian and critic} of 
our own day and country remarks, that ‘‘ before the death of the Lord 
- Jesus, the ancient covenant was in full authority. He himself, ob- 
served its ordinances, and so did his disciples. The kingdom of heav- 
en, in the gospel sense of the phrase, could come only by and after 
the death of Christ.” If it were necessary to fix precisely the time 
when the old economy ended, we should say it was when the Lord 
Jesus, as King of the Jews, on the cross, said “it is finished,” and 
gave up his spirit to the Father. At that moment, the veil of the 
temple was rent—the inclosures of the tabernacle were disparted, 
and the old economy passed away.§ The law having failed, through 
the weakness of the flesh, to prepare its subjects for the kingdom of 
God, (they having crucified their king,) their relations were from that 
moment altered, and a wider dispensation of grace immediately com- 
menced. The personal ministry of the Lord Jesus, therefore, fell with- 
in the Leviticaleconomy. Accordingly, Paul says, ‘‘ that Jesus Christ 
was a minister of the circumcision forthe truth of God to confirm the 
promises unto the fathers,” Rom. xv. 8. With this limitation of his 
personal ministry on earth, agree his owr declarations, ‘‘I am not sent 
save unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel,” Matth.xv.24. For 





* We might here say again that all the prophecies before mentioned which predict the 
glory. peace and universal spread of the church—its purity and holiness, furnish us with 
so many marks or characteristics of the kingdom ; and if it be conceded that they will be 
hereafier fulfilled on earth, and if they cannot be fulfilled while the New ‘Testament dis- 
pensation is ia force without anuulling large portions of the New Testament itself, it would 
seem to follow that the kingdom of God is future. 

t See Whitby’s note on Matth 3; 2, “ kingdom of heaven is at hand.” 

t Professor Stuest, Bib. Repository, Oct, 1842, p. 364. 

§ Jeremy Taylor’s Life of Christ. 
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the same reason, the ministry of his disciples, during his own person- 
al ministry, was confined to their own nation. “Go ye not into the 
way of the gentiles; and into any ~~ the Samaritans enter ye 
not, but go rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel,’ Matth. x. 
5, 6.* is fact must not be lost sight of, in the interpretation of 
those places in the a which affirm that the kingdom of God had 
come, or had come nigh to the Jewish nation. They cannot apply 
to this dispensation, for it was then future, and as such, the subject of 
prophecy, rather than of chronicle or history. When, for example, 
our Lord declared to the Pharisees, “the kingdom of God is within 

ou,” or “among you,” or “has come upon you,” he spoke as a min- 
ister of the circumcision, and at a time when the Levitical dispensa- 
tion was in full force. Whatever else may have been our Lord’s 
meaning, therefore, it cannot be supposed he intended to affirm that 
the present dispensation had commenced, and was among the Jews or 
had cometo them. The fact is, although it is not always attended 
to, the Levitical economy itself, contemplated the preaching of the 
gospel ‘tothe Jewish nation. The gospel was init, as its chief crown- 
uP blessing. It could not be offered to the gentiles (Rom. xi. 11,) 

ill the Jews had rejected the kingdom and crucified their king. It 
was therefore a different dispensation of the gospel from that which 


we enjoy. 

Dr. Duffield remarks (on page 161) that ‘‘ the Gospel dispersation 
commenced with the personal ye of Christ, and was fully in- 
troduced on the day of Pentecost.” But in this he concedes more 
than some millenarians would, and perhaps more than heneed. The 
Levitical economy subsisted during all the time the | was preach- 
ed exclusively to the Jews; and the dispensation of the gospel during 
that time (if we admit the propriety of so denominating it,) cannot 
be considered the commencement of a distinct or different economy 
from the Levitical, and this proves that the commencement of the 
preaching of the gospel of the kingdom as come, or come nigh, does 
not by itself or of necessity prove that the dispensation in which itis 
satached: is the kingdom of God. In fact, as a history of the actings 
and doings of the Lord Jesus and his disciples, and of the treatment 
they received from the Jewish nation previously to the death of 
Christ, the gospels fall within the period allotted for the Levitical 
economy, and of course relate to times anterior to the commence- 
ment of the present dispensation. 

These observations suggest a different, and as it appears to some 
millenarians, a more satisfactory answer to the argument which ap- 
plies to the present dispensation those passages in the gospels which 
represent the kingdom of God as having come, or’ as at hand. That 
there are such passages cannot be denied ;t but there are other texts 
in the gospels which represent it as future. For example, our Lord, 
—notwithstanding he began his ministry oy announcing the — 
of heaven at hand—notwithstanding he told the Pharisees the king- 
dom of God had come to them, and was among them—after the close 
of his public ministry, in a discourse to his disciples, detailed a series 





*See Whitby’s Treatise on the Millenium, chap. II. sec. ii. 1, where the same facts are 
aoticed, ert he makes a different use of them. 
t 7 . 2%—Luke 17; 21—11; 20. 
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of events, (which by the consent of all commentators extended at 
least to the destruction of Jerusalem) which must occur before the 
kingdom of God would come, (Luke xxi. 31, and preceding context.) 
Again, Joseph of Arimathea is described by Mark xv. 43, and Luke 
xxiii. 51, after the death of the Lord Jesus, as agood man and a just, 
who himself waited for, or was expecting, the kingdom of God.* 
How are these apparently conflicting statements to be reconciled ? 
Dr. Duffield remarks that “all our Lord proclaimed on the subject of 
the kingdom was, that it was at hand—approaching—how near or how 
far off, he thought not proper to declare,” page 176. The same ex- 
planation (of Matth. iv. 17; Mark i. 15,) is given by others. The 
spiritualist, as it strikes us, may well reply that our Lord affirmed 
more than this; and he may refer for his proof to the passages just 
cited. He may refer also to Luke x. 9, 11, to prove that the word 
(nyye) translated at hand, (in Matth. iii. 2; iv. 17; Mark i. 17) may 
have much the same force as (ig@ace) the word translated come, in 
Luke xi. 20 and Matth xii..28. We feel a difficulty, too, in receiv- 
ing the explanation which is often, perhaps commonly, given by mil- 
lenarians, of the expression (ye) at hand. Relatively to the eter- 
nity of God, it is said, the interval of eighteen centuries since elaps- 
ed, is but a short time. This is true; but the same may be said of 
eighteen hundred centuries, or any other finite period. The allusion 
here, however, seems to be to the portion of time which had elapsed, 
since the promise of the kingdom was made to that people ; or per- 
haps the allusion is to the seventy weeks of Daniel ; or to some other 
period assigned by the ancient prophets, to intervene between their 
days, or some period assigned by them and the coming of the Mes- 
siah, as others suggest.t Relatively to such a period or interval, our 
Lord declared, ‘the time is fulfilled, and the kingdom of heaven has 
come nigh.” In Mark i. 15, where both expressions are used, the 
one is explanatory of the other. Waiving this criticism, however, 
we proceed to remark, that some of the literal school feel constrained 
to admit that our Lord plainly and repeatedly declared that the king- 
dom had come to that nation. Potentially it was within their reach. 
Nothing was wanting to ensure its immediate, outward and universal 
establishment but the acceptance of it by the nation, and of Jesus as 
their king, with the obedience of faith. This was indeed a great de- 
sideratum which could be supplied only by the Holy Spirit’s influ- 
ence, and that influence, a purchase of infinite price. Still the king- 
doin had come, and was offered, and it was owing to the blindness 
and obduracy of the nation thatit was notestablished. It was there- 
fore taken from them as our Lord declared it should be, (Matth. xxi. 
43,) and the Levitical economy which contained within itself the 
privilege of the first offer of the kingdom expired, and the nation 
was destroyed and dispersed to be gathered no more, till the church 
elect, according to the foreknowledge of God through sanctification 
of the Spirit—the precious purchase of the Saviour’s death—shall be 











* See also, Luke 22; 18 where at the institution of the supper which was the same night 
the Lord was betrayed, and of course after his public ministry among the nation had eeas- 
ed, he spoke of the kingdom of God as future. ; 

+ Bloomfield’s Critical Digest on Mark 1; 15. 
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completely gathered.* This elect church, according to the idea of 
Mede, is a nation to be subrogated into the place of the fallen Jew- 
ish nation,t and the present economy was, as it were, let in between 
the Levitical economy and the economy of the kingdom of God,} for 
the purpose of gathering this subrogated people. It is therefore as 
truly preparatory to the kingdom of God, as was the Levitical econo- 
my, which, being an economy of law, was insufficient, through the 
depravity of human nature, to fit men for the kingdom, and there- 
by proved to the universe, the necessity of a dispensation of grace, 
for the gathering and preparation of another elect people, for the 
kingdom—but the kingdom itself in the mean time remains in sus- 
pense, or if we may so say, in abeyance. 

If these views are correct, we shall lock in vain for any historical 
record in the gospels of the fact, that the present dispensation is the 
kingdom of Ged ; first, because in point of time, they fall within the 
Levitical dispensation ; and secondly, because the kingdom, which 
then had come to that people, was afterwards taken away, and the 
kingdom itself at the close of that dispensation, was spoken of as fu- 
ture. And as to the inferential argument, that the present dispensa- 
tion must be the kingdom of God, because it was the only new dis- 
pensation which was then near, it fails, because it by no means follows 
from the fact, that it was taken from the Jewish nation, that it must 
have been immediately conferred upon some other nation; on the 
contrary there was a necessity that it should remain in suspense and 
unbestowed until that other nation or people should be prepared and 
made willing by the Holy Spirit, to receive it, that is to say, until 
this dispensation of grace, which has been appointed for the gather- 
ing of the elect church, shall have elapsed.$ 











* Quis hoc mysterium valet penetrare cur Deus multitudinem gentium spreverit pene ab exor- 
‘dio mundi; a tempore scilicet, quo confasam est Jabium universe terre, et Jud@os tantum sibi 
peculiares fecerit qni per lineam Eber descenderunt ; 1terum que Gentes in suo adventu elegerit, 
et Judaeos in finem mundi recipiendos abjecerit? Quis inquam tam subtilem dispositienem, divin- 
‘am investigare sufficiet? Remigius, (on Rom. 11; 26,) an author who flourished about the year 
A. D. during the reign of Charlies the Bold. It was a.common opinion among the ancient 
commentators, that the Jews were cast eff until the end of the world. Hence they anderstood 
‘the expression in Rom. 11; 15, *‘ life from the dead,’ literally. (See Stuart onthe Romans 11; 15.) 
Millenarians also believe that the epoch of their restoration wil! synchronize with the first resur- 
rection und the introduetion of a new dispensation or the beginning of anew world. See Whit- 
‘y’s Diseourse of the Caiting of the Jews appended to his Commentary on Rom. xi. ¥ 

« t Mede’s Works, in folio, k 3, chap. 12. 

} Following out Mede’s idea of a subrogation ; as the elect church, which is te be gathered dur- 
‘ing these times of the gentiles, is to be subrogated in the place of the elect nation of the natural 
posterity of Jacob, because notwithstanding afi their advantages (Rom. 3; 2—9; 4, 5) oy failed to 
comply with the condition of obedience on which the promise of the kingdom of made te 
them depended (Exod. 19; 5)—so this dispensation of grace is, as it were, subrogated in the place 
of the Levitical economy, which being an econonty of law, failed throagh the ainfal weakness 
the flesh. The fall of the Jewish nation demonstrated to the universe—what indeed Ged foresaw 
and foretold frem the beginning—the insufficiency of an economy ef law to prepare men for the 
kingdom, yet his wisdom saw fit to appoint and make trial of such an economy in the first place. 
But when it failed in fact, and the nation, instead of receiving their king. crucified bim, it was 
Jaid aside, indeed expired, or was put an end to, by the death of Christ the king, and an economy 
of grace put or subrogated in its place, during witch through personal, not national election and 
the effectual call of the Holy Spirit, God will infailibly oe pune a nation willing (Ps. 110; 3) to re- 
ceive the kingdom, when the Lord shall come again. But could any of the race have been saved 
or any of the dead been raised if the Jewish nation had received Christ as their king? They could 
not so receive him (John 12; 37, 41) —Why then was the kingdom offered? Because it was pro- 
mised.—But why did God promise it, he foreseeing that they could not receive it? Even so Fath- 
er for so it seemed good in thy sight.—But wherein then were the Jews guilty in rejecting it, if 
they could not receive it? Explain Acts 2; 23, and the reader will answer this question. 

P] ‘The parable in Matth, 22, which adumbrates the kingdom of heaven by a marriage festival, if 
effect be given to all its material circumstances leads to the same result. The prepared feast re- 
presents the kingdom—the call of the first invited guests, represents the preaching of the gospel 
to the Jewish nation. Their rejection of the invitation, brought upon them the wrath of the king 
= 1) which represents the destruction of Jerusalem and the dispersion of the Jewish nation, 

e call of another company of guests, is the call of the gentiles, and the time which the servants, 





252 Not that Kingdom. (Ararr, 








This view of the subject, millenarians contend is strongly confirm- 
ed by the fact, that in many places, not only in the gospels, but in 
the epistles, the kingdom of God is undoubtedly spoken of as future. 
The law and all the prophets, prophesied of the kingdom of God un- 
til John. He first announced it, not as a thing future, but as come ; 
—in what sense and to whom we have just seen. The New Testa- 
ment prophets, after the close of the gospel history, resume the thread 
of prophecy, which had been interrupted,* and whom the ancient 
seers foretold should come, they celebrate as yet to come again, in 
his kingdom. The inference therefore is, that the kingdom of God 
is yet future. Spiritualists admit, that the expression “kingdom of 
God,” must frequently be understood of the future state of glory and 
blessedness, although they contend as we have seen, that it often sig- 
nifies also the gospel, or the gospel dispensation, or the church as it 
exists on earth, or the work of saving grace wrought in the souls of 
men.t This is in effect, an admission, that the kingdom is yet to 
come ; in a sense in which it has not yet come: although, not an ad- 
mission, that the kingdom is yet to come on earth in any other sense 
than that in which it has already come, which however, is the chief 
point in controversy. Millenarians deny this multifarious sense. 
From the admission of all interpreters, that the expression, as it oc- 
curs in many of the discourses of our Lord, and often in the writings 
of the apostles ‘‘is undoubtedly meant of that appointed glorious king- 
dom of Christ which is yet to come, they contend that it is so to be 
understood in all other places unless there be express vestiges, in the 
passages themselves, of a change in its sense” of which, they say, 
there are none. The force of the words, as they argue, is to be un- 
derstood the same wherever they occur, although perhaps they may 
appear more obscure and seem to admit of a sort of various interpre- 
tation. But we are not to suppose, some different thing is signified, 
because we find in some context a resemblance and elegance in sen- 
timent; for this may greatly mislead an interpreter.t 

Besides it would be singular not to say incredible that the same 
expression should be used to designate conditions so different as the 

resent state of the church on earth, which is one of warfare and suf- 
ering, and its future state, which is one of glory and triumph; al- 
though, if there were texts which explicitly declare both states to be 
the kingdom, millenarians would never have made the point. But 
inasmuch as the one meaning is clear beyond controversy, and the 
other made out by inference only; they contend that the immense 
difference between these two conditions is a strong argument against 
the twofold application of the expression. We proceed to notice 
briefly some of these passages. 

The aspostle Paul Iodine in 1 Cor. xv. 50, that “ flesh and blood 
cannot inherit the kingdom of God.” This assertion, as the reader 


may be supposed to have employed, in performing this service, represents the present dispensa- 
tion. In the cconomy of human life, it would require but brief space to gather a new company, 
— the exact time necessary for the purpose, we should not be able precisely to know before- 
. Mean tinte the ‘prepared dinner” remains waiting for the incoming of the new company, 
Greowelts caphenstion of Gite parehle, vob €,put 1p 10a fame peu 
explanation parable, v } ‘urther . 
SA et al Sn sn eee es eh, capi ep 
3 note on . 352, various senses in which, he the e 
sion is used, and for a classification of the texts, aceording to his view of their meanin 
{See Koppe’s Excursus on the Kingom of God.—2 Thess. 2. 
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knows, occurs in an argument to prove the necessity of a resurrection, 
and his reasoning shews that he is speaking of the resurrection of the 
saints. “It” viz. the body, ‘is sown in corruption, it is raised in 
incorruption—it is sown in dishonour, it is raised in go ” &c. which 
can be affirmed only of the bodies of the saints. Millenarians say 
the apostle refers to the first resurrection, which will take place at 
the coming of the Lord Jesus in his kingdom, or at the coming of the 
kingdom of God. However this may be, all agree that the kingdom 
here spoken of is future. 

In 2 Tim. iv. 1, the same apostle says, ‘I charge thee therefore, 
before God and the Lord Jesus Christ, who shall judge the quick and 
the dead at his appearing and kingdom.’’* ‘There can be no doubt” 
it is said, «that Paul here refers to a future personal advent of the 
Lord Jesus Christ, because he connects with it, the judgment of the 
living and the dead; nor can it be doubted, that the apostle also re- 
fers to a future kingdom of the Lord Jesus Christ; for he connects 
that with his advent and his judgment of the living.” Obviously too, 
he refers to a future kingdom in the 18th verse, where he expresses 
his confidence, that the Lord will deliver him from every evil work 
and preserve him unto his heavenly kingdom. Parallel to the first 
of these expressions is the representation in the parable of the noble- 
man, in Luke xix. 11,27. The return of the nobleman (having re- 
ceived the kingdom) signifies, say the millenarians, the second advent 
of the Lord Jesus Christ; and the rewards which the noblemam be- 
stows On his faithful servants, and the punishments he inflicts on his 
enemies, signify what Paul intends by the judgment, in this verse. 
This parable is diffusely explained by Mr. Greswell, in his Treatise 
on the Parables, at a placet already referred to. 

In 2 Pet. i. 11, the kingdom is spoken of as an object to be attained 
through faith, virtue, knowledge, temperance, patience, godliness, 
brotherly kindness and charity. James calls it a kingdom promised, 
A therefore it is not at present enjoyed. In 1 Cor. vi. 9, 10. 

. v. 21. Acts xiv. 22, it is plainly spoken of as future. 

There are also many passages in the evangelists which plainly have 
respect to a future kingdom. We refer to them generally in the mar- 
gin.t Some of them it is true, are understood by many interpreters, 
as applicable to the present dispensation, yet even these are obviously 
true in a higher sense of the future glorious kingdom of Christ. Thus 
in Matth. xi. 11, (and Luke vii. 28) it is said “‘ among them that are 
born of women, there hath not risen a greater than John the Baptist ; 
notwithstanding, he that is least in the kingdom of heaven is greater 
than he.” Some persons find it difficult to believe that our Lord in- 
tended in this place to institute a comparison between John the Bap- 


* Apparitio Christi et regnum idem valent ; nam tametsi nunc regnat in coelo et terra, 
nondum tamen constat clara regni manifestatio, quin potius et sub cruce latet obscurum, 
et violenter ab hostibus oppugnatur. Ergo tunc vere stabilitur ejus regnum, quum pros- 
tratis inimicis et omni adversaria potestate vel sublata vel in nihilum redacta suam majes- 


tatem proferet. Calvin in loc, Milleuarians do not adopt entirely this idea, though they 
may take something from it. 


t Vol. 4, Pld to ot4. 

$ Matth. 5; 3,19, 20. Luke 11; 32. Matth. 6; 10, 13, 33—7; 21—8; 11, 12. Luke 13; 28, 29. 
Matth. 11; 11. Luke 7; 28. Matth. 13; 40, 41, 42—18; 1, 3,4 Mark 10; 15. Luke 18; 17. 
» Matth. 19; 12, 14. Mark 10, 14. Luke 18;6.| Matth. 19; 23,24, Luke 18; 24, 25. Math. 


20; 21—21; 31. Mark 9; 47.’ Luke 6; 20—12; 31, 32—18; 29, 30—23; 42—9; 62—22; 29, 30 
John 3,3, 5-18, 36, 5 2; 31, bod) 5 3 3 <7) 





254 Is still Future. (Apa, 








tist and the least of true believers in the present dispensation, or be- 
tween that highly favoured servant of God and all faithful ministers, 
or even the inspired apostles themselves; as many commentators: 
suppose.* Among those with whom John is compared, were Abra- 
ham, the father of the faithful, Moses, Samuel, David, Elijah, Elisha, 
Ezekiel, Daniel and a host of worthies, who “through faith, had sub- 
dued kingdoms, wrought righteousness, obtained promises, stopped 
the mouths of lions, quenched the violence of fire, escaped the edge 
of the sword, out of weakness were made strong” &c., whose eminent 
faith and holiness are held up to us, as an example, and whose re- 
ward, as our encouragement. Can it be, that the humblest believer 
of the militant church of this dispensation, is not only greater than 
those, but greater than John who was a bright and shining light, yea, 
a prophet and more than a prophet? Has the humblest Christian 
now, clearer and more exalted views of the nature and glory of the 
gospel and of the kingdom of God than David (Acts in. 30, 31) or 
Isaiah or Daniel had? Yet grant that it is so; if the reader is pre- 
pared to maintain that interpretation ; still, it will not be denied, that 
the glorified saints in the future kingdom of God will far exceed in 
knowledge and in every other excellent quality or attribute the most 
highly favoured of the saints on earth. 

There are other passages upon which not much light is thrown by 
the other Scriptures, which there is great difficulty in explaining by 
any thing that, so far as we know, has yet occured ;—certainly they 
cannot be alleged as clear proofs of the nature of this dispensation. 
Matthew, (xxvi. 29) Mark (xiv. 25) and Luke (xxii. 18) record a 
mysterious saying of our Lord at the institution of the supper: “I will 
not drink henceforth of the fruit of the vine until the day, when I 
drink it new, in my Father’s kingdom.’”’+ Another expression which 
it is difficult to explain (although the Romanists find no difficulty in 
it—in fact make great use of it, in their argument in favour of the 
supremacy of the Pope,) is that which relates to the keys of the king- 
dom of heaven, (in Matth. xvi. 19) “I will give thee” said our Lord 
to Peter, ‘the keys of the kingdom of heaven” &c.t Whatever 
may be the meaning precisely of these expressions, millenarians re- 
fer them to the still future kingdom of God. This at least, their 
views of the present dispensation, require them.to do; at the same 
time, they confess their inability further to explam them. Certainly 
they cannot be made use of as proofs against them. ‘ 

Besides these, there are other texts,§ in which: the expression: 


+“ Not the meanest Christian but the meanest evangelical prophet or preacher of the 
Christian doctrine is greater than he.” Whitby. 

+ It is observable that while Matthew: uses the phrase “in my Father’s kingdom,” Mark 
has it ‘in the kingdom of God,” aud Luke ‘until the kingdom of God shall eome,” show- 
ing that they are gone and that all refer to.a future kingdom. Many interpreters of 
the spiritual school suppose the celestial kingdom is meant—heaven itself; and that the 
word wine is used to adumbrate the felicity of that kingdom. ‘Though the Saviour is said 
to have eaten and drunk with his disciples afier his resarrection and before his ascension;. 
(Acts 10; 41) yet it is not said that he drank wine. 

t Matth. 11; 12 and Luke 16; 16 may also be referred to this category. Commentators 
find it difficult to explain them. It may be doubted whether they have rightly translated’ 
them. The word Biieras which occurs in both places, is in one place translated vim 
patitur, “suffereth violence,” and in the other vim facere, “‘presseth;’ why this? It is 
enough to say however, that it refers to a time within the Levitical economy; aad if it did: 
not, it is too obscure to be asa of the nature of this dispensation. 

§ Matth. 4; 23—9; 35—13; 32—24; 14. Mark 12; 15; 43, Luke 4; 23—8; 1—9; 11, 60: 
Acts 1; S—8; 12-19; 8—20; 25—28; 23, $1. Heb..1; 8. 
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**kingdom of God” is used in a general and indefinite way, from 
which no inference can be drawn, touching the nature of the present 
‘dispensation. 

We pass now, fo those passages usually relied upon by spiritualists 
to prove that the kingdom of God has come. Our Lord put forth 
several parables or similitudes of the kingdom of heaven, which do 
undoubtedly refer to and describe the condition of the gospel during 
this dispensation. As none deny this, the inference seems at first 
view inevitable, that the formula, ‘‘the kingdom of heaven,” must 
sometimes be understood of the present economy. These parables 
are, in fact, considered by many commentators, quite conclusive of 
the question; as much so, as the most positive and direct assertion 
of their identity. Millenarians do not object so much to this conclu- 
sion—although some think it wrong—as they do to that which is sup- 
posed to be its corollary, namely that the kingdom of God which is yet 
‘to come, is a kingdom only in heaven, and not a future dispensation 
of God’s government on earth. If the spiritualists would yield this 
point, the dispute between them and literalists would be little more 
than verbal. Ais the question stands, it is important. We are to con- 
sider then whether this inference from these parables is quite certain. 
Let us see what some writers of the literal ot urge against it. 








In some of these parables, the object obviously is not so much to 
‘type or shadow forth the kingdom, as to shew some virtue or quality, 
which men must possess or some change they must undergo, before 
they cam enter it. In Matth. xviii. 23-35, we have an example-of 
this sort. Peter had inquired how oft he should forgive an offending 


brother.. Our Lord replied “until seventy times seven” and then 
added: ‘‘Therefore is the kingdom of heaven likened unto a certain 
king which would take an account of his servants.’’ This parable 
then was speken to enforce the duty of forgiveness. It illustrates a 
rule of judgment, by which the decisions of the great day will be reg- 
ulated, and in‘this respect, it concurs with the petition in the Lord’s 
prayer, Pay oy us our debts as we forgive our debtors.’’ Both are 
referred to future judgment. (Matth. vi, 14—xviii. 35, 21, 22.) 
The proceeding of this king then, is called a similitude of the king- 
dom of heaven ; not because it represents any quality or circumstance 
of the kingdom as such—but because it exhibits a principle by which 
the judge of all will act in the day of final account. 

o the same class belong the parables of the hid treasure and the 
merchant man seeking y pearls. (Matth. xiii. 44, 46.) They 
teach, that all who would win Christ and gain an. entrance into the 
kingdom of heaven, must be willing to give up all, for that object. 
‘The instruction they convey, is similar in this respect, to that con- 
tained in the history of the young man whom our Lord bade to sell 
all that he had o</ give to the poor. Matth. xix. 20-26. Like the 
parable just mentioned, they impressively illustrate a trait of charac- 
‘ter which men must posses, if they would enter the kingdom of heav- 
en. But they teach nothing of the nature of the kingdom as such ; 
nor of the time, manner or place when or where it shall be established. 
‘The parable of the sower, (Matth. xiii. Mark iv.) already mentioned 
for another purpose, may be added to these. So far from teaching 
that the kingdom has come, it sets forth the difficulties in the way of 
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its coming. It teaches, that the craft of Satan, afflictions, persecu- 
tions, the cares of this world, the deceitfulness of riches and the lusts 
of other things prevent those to whom the kingdom is offered, from 
receiving it, and so retard the completion of that elect nation or body 
upon which ultimately it will be conferred. 

There is another class of parables often cited to the same purpose 
—the parable of the tares of the field—the draw net—the mustard 
seed and the like. But in respect to these (says Mr. Sirr*) we must 
be careful to search for the period at which the action of them is 
laid ;—It is at the end of the (aisvs) world or rather dispensation. 
In the parable of the tares of the field, for example “the kingdom is 
not likened to the world, nor to the tares, nor yet to the sower, but 
to the gathered wheat—the righteous in their manifested glory as the 
sun, the well known symbol of supreme power.” So-of the draw- 
net—it is not to the casting of the net, nor to the drawing of it, nor 
to those employed in the service, the kingdom is likened ; but to the 
good fishes gathered into vessels. It cannot be doubted that these 
parables refer not to the whole of the current dispensation, but to the 
end of it; for our. Lord himself so explains them. ‘‘So shall it be in 
the end of the (aiivos) dispensation.” 

In the parable of the mustard seed, the likeness some when the 
seed is grown and become a tree, and gives shelter an wart to the 





birds of the air. It is the tree that represents dominion, (which iéea 
is inseparable from the notion of a kingdom.) This may be proven 
by Dan. iv. 20, 22, to which perhaps, there is a tacit allusion. The 
seed is unlike the tree, and the kingdom cannot be like both the seed 
and the tree, without being incongruous or- unlike itself. The cast- 
ing of the seed and its ination represent things which occur in 
this dispensation, but when the seed has become:a tree, it has been 
changed into another nature; in other words, this dispensation has 
passed away. 

Leaving the parables for other texts, we find Luke xvii. 21 22 of- 
ten cited to prove not only the spirituality of the kingdom of God, 
but that the kingdom has come. ‘The kingdom of God cometh not 
with observation,” therefore it is spiritual. ‘‘ Behold the kingdom of 
God is within you,” therefore it is spiritual and also come. 

Millenarians do not deny that the kindom of God is spiritual, al- 
though all millenarians do not admit that our Lord, in this , 
intends to teach that truth. What is here said, is equally true of the 
glorious kingdom of God: ‘For as the lightning lighteneth out of 
one part under the heaven and shineth unto the other part of the 
heaven,” so shall also the — of God come. None will have 
opportunity to notify another of its a or say lo! here! or lo! 

ere! Tt will surprise all by the suddenness with which it will break 

nm the world. This truth is in fact, corinected with a point already 
discussed, touching the object of this dispensation, and the uncer- 
tainty of its continuance. It is prolonged as we have seen, merely 
to allow space for the gathering of the elect church. The work of 
converting men, is a work of the Spirit on the souls of men, which 
eludes human observation. It is elsewhere compared to the work of 
erecting a (spiritual) building, the progress of which, and its distance 


* Letters on the First Resurrection, published in vol, 5 of the Literalist. 
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from completion, no one can observe, and as the kingdom will come 
immediately upon the completion of this spiritual edifice, it must for 
this reason also come not with observation, that is, it will not so come 
that its approach may be observed. 

The other expression ‘“ Behold the kingdom of God is within you,” 
has already been noticed. It was said to the Jews, during the Levit- 
ical dispensation. The kingdom of God had indeed come to that 
nation, and was potentially within it or among them. But it was 
afterwards taken from them. The passage affirms nothing of this 
dispensation of the gospel among the gentiles. Previous remarks 
sufficiently explain what is intended by this. 

Again, Matth. xvi. 28 (and the parallel places in Mark ix. 1, Luke 
ix. 27) are often applied to the present dispensation. ‘There be 
some standing here, that shall not taste of death till they see the Son 
of Man coming in his kingdom.”’ But those who so explain them, 
do not agree touching the event to which our Lord refers. Some 
refer their fulfilment to the day of Pentecost, others to the destruction 
of Jerusalem, the last of which events it is supposed only John sur- 
vived. The word rims, although of the plural number, it is said may 
be applied to one person. Millenarians, however, understand the pas- 
sage of the transfiguration, to which they suppose Peter also alludes, 
2, i. 16) and John in his gospel, (i. 14.) ‘‘ This exhibition was an 
ustrious pattern of things to come in that glorious appearance and 
kingdom, when all shall be eye-witnesses of his majesty.” The ar- 
gument which applies these places, to the events before mentioned, 
rests upon conjecture. More than this certainly cannot be said of 
millenarian interpretation. 

Another place relied upon for the same purpose, is Rom. xiv. 17 ; 
“‘The kingdom of God is not meat and drink, but righteousness, 
peace and joy in the Holy Ghost.” This is eminently true of the 
future glorious kingdom of God. As expectants, therefore, of that 
kingdom, the Roman Christians were exhorted to put a light estimate 
upon meats and drinks—they should be willing to yield these smaller 
matters, out of charity for their weak brethren ; especially those, who 
made it a matter of conscience, to put a difference between clean and 
unclean. True; there is nothing unclean in itself, but what of that? - 
So far as yourself is concerned, you may act according to your know- 
ledge. Yet, if by so doing you destroy a weak brother, for whom 
Christ died, you do not act charitably. Do it not: give up your 
meat; your wine also; rather than make a brother stumble. Act 
now, according to the estimate you will put on these things, when 
you shall enter that kingdom which is not meat and drink—where 
you will not be sustained by such aliments, but being incapable of 
death—having indestructible bodies—you will be filled not with meat 
or drink, but with righteousness, peace and joy in the Holy Ghost. 
Similar to this, is the explanation of the expression of the same apos- 
tle in 1 Cor. iv. 20: ‘“‘The kingdom of God is not in word, but in 
power.” The miracles wrought by the power of the Holy Spirit, 
whether by Christ or his apostles, were demonstrations of the power 
of the kingdom to come. Like the transfiguration, they were illus- 
trious exhibitions in anticipation of the kingdom, and specimens or 
Te of the power of that kingdom which the apostles were com- 
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missioned to preach.* In 1 Thess. i. 5, Paul alludes to the power of 
the kingdom as shewn in miracles, and also in Rom. xv. 19, he speaks 
of the power of the Spirit, as shewn through signs and miracles. 
Another place relied upon, is 1 Cor. xv. 24. It is supposed to 
prove, that at the end of this dispensation, Christ will deliver up the 
kingdom to the Father. Millenarians understand it differently. ‘But 
every man in his own order. Christ the first fruits, (@esra) after- 
wards they that are Christ’s at his — (tira) then cometh the 
end, when he shall have delivered up the kingdom to God even the 
Father.” Now the event has shewn, say millenarians, that the in- 
terval marked by the word (mura) afterwards, is more than eighteen 
centuries. The other word (sira) then, is not necessarily significative 
of immediate succession. It may, without violence, mark an equal 
period, which, succeeding as it will, the first resurrection,t will suf- 
fice to let in the millenial and personal reign of Christ. The object 
of the apostle, say they, is to mark the order of succession, not to de- 
note the interval of the events. The words are too indefinite for the 
latter purpose. The first of these words may as well denote an im- 
mediate succession as the last, although we know it doesnot. But we 
cannot enter at large into the argument on this point.} We pass to 





* It bas been said, that the miracles of Christ, are to be regarded as exhibitions upon a 
small scale of the common power of the kingdom, which the glorified saints will inherit or 
share in, with their glorious head. Hence their appropriateness to prove, the kingship of 
Jesus and the doctrine of the kingdom come, whieh he preached. ‘They were scintilla- 
tions or little sparks of the concealed glory of his power as king of that kingdom, which 
will break forth and shine with full effulgence in the kingdom come. It is a narrow view 
to suppose, they were arbitrary acts of power, performed at random and designed merely 
to convince the people, that he was a superior being. His miracles were altogether pecu- 
liar and unlike those wrought by the ancient prophets, John 15; 24. They may be called 
Messianic. He came as a king—he offered himself as a king—he was rejected by the 
nation in his character of king, and God so ordered it that he should be crucified as the 
king, and his miracles were evidences or rather proofs of his Kingship, chiefly as they 
were evidences of the power of the kingdom which he preached. If this be so; it ma 
explain why John the Baptist, although more than a prophet, wrought no miracle, while 
our Lord gave to his disciples for a time, power over all the power of the enemy, John 
was the forerunner of the king, and his ministry preceded in time, the actual coming of the 
kingdom to the Jewish nation. The apostles were servants and ambassadors of the king 
himself who had come, and by delegation from him, were put in possession of some of the 
powers of the kingdom. Those wretched men who compare the miracles of our Lord to 
the tricks of jugglers, have not the remotest idea of their connexion with that kingdom, 
which the forbearance of God (for the sake of gathering his elect) alone prevents, from 
breaking upoo them in the full energies of its power and insufferable glory. And the ar- 
on against their credibility founded on human experience, 1s extremely futile upon 
this view: for it presupposes that men have not had as yet, x | other such experiences of 
the — of the world to come, or of the kingdom of God. We hope the reader will not 
think this mysticism. 

¢ The final resurrection of all the dead is spoken of in Rev. 20; 5, 12,15. The first resurrection 
is spoken of in verses 4, 6 and a thousand years are said to intervene. In this 16th chap. of 1 Cor. 
nothing 1s said about the resurrection of the wicked; because, as millenarians suppose, the apos- 
tle was speaking only of the first resurrection, in which the blessed and holy only will have part. 
Rev. 20;6. This resurrection therefore cannot be at the end of the world, as the expression is 
commonly understood, because it belongs only to those referred to in Rev. 20; 6, and not to those 
referred to in the last part of that chapter, or the rest of the dead who lived not again til] the 
thousand years (succeeding the first resurrectivn ) were finished. Rev. 20; 5 and 15. Spiritualists 
on the other hand, consider the first resurrection to signify nothing more than the spirit of the 
martyrs, to be revived in generations yet unborn,—when the gospel shall have free course and be 
glorified, whereas the resurrection treated of in 1 Cor. 15; and Rev. 20; 11, 15, they understand 

iterally, and to occur at the end of all earthly things. See Bishop Newton on the Prophecies; 
Dessert. 25, remarks on Rev. 20. 

tSee Caninghame’s Essay on the Premillenial Advent, appendix in 2 vol. of the Literalist. 
Spiritualists agree that the saints shall arise before the wicked. They cannot do otherwise, see- 
ing the Scriptures expressly say ‘the dead in Christ shall rise first”’—though they think the wick- 
ed shall be raised immediately afterward, so as to make in fact one resurrection—or one great act 
of raiding all the dead, both the just and the unjust. Yet it is evident [from 1 Cor. 16; 23, 24—1 


Thess. 4; 16—Rev. 20; 4, 5, 6] that there will be a distinction in order and some distinction also in 
time, more or less, 
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another text. Col. i. 13: ‘‘ Who hath delivered us from the power 
of darkness, and translated us into the kingdom of his dear Son,” or of 
the son of his love. We are therefore in the kingdom. Such is the 
inference: millenarians however suppose, this is said by way of anti- 
cipation. The apostle speaks as though that were actually done, 
which he knew the faithfulness, the power and the love of God would 
certainly, and for aught that is revealed, might very speedily do. He 
does not here mean to contradict what he said in Rom. viii. 24, 15, 23. 
We are saved by hope, we have not yet received actual adoption, 
but the spirit of adoption only. We are not yet manifested sons—we 
hope for and look for a kingdom, which we see not yet. Besides 
the first part of the verse contains a similar expression which explains 
this—* Who hath delivered us from the power of darkness.” This 
has been fulfilled in the same sense in which we are translated into 
the kingdom. Yet Peter tells us, we are yet in a dark place (avyngds 
siccus etiam sordidus, squalidus, caliginosus Schleusner, Leigh’ s Critica 
Sacra) although we have a light shining in the sure word of prophe- 
cy, to which if we take heed, we do well. We also still suffer afflic- 
tions. The apostle who indited the sentiment we are considering, 
felt his afflictions most keenly. 1 Cor. iv. 9—iv. 13—xv. 19. 2 Cor. 
vi. 4. Neither does Col. iv. 11, prove the kingdom to have come; 
Paul and his fellow labourers were ‘fellow workers unto the” future 
glorious “‘kingdom of God,” in labouring to prepare men; by the 
preaching of the gospel, for that future kingdom. They were thus, 
as Peter expresses it, (2 iii. 12) hastening the kingdom, by every suc- 
cess with which the Holy Spirit blessed their labours. 

The next passage to be mentioned is 1 Thess. ii. 12: “That ye 
walk worthy of God who hath called you unto his kingdom and glory.” 
This does not affirm that the Thessalonian Christians were then actu- 
ally in the kingdom, (es rnv GaciAeiay) any more than Matth. xxii. 3, 
affirms that those called (es rovs yauous) to the wedding were actually 
convened and partaking of its festivities. Besides, the expression is 
an example of what the critics call hendyadis ; and it means the same 
as glorious kingdom, in which certainly, they were not. It can 
scarcely be necessary to mention 2 Thess. i. 5, “that ye may be ac- 
counted worthy of the kingdom of God for which ye suffer.” As 
the apostle refers in the context to the judgments which God will 
execute, at the last day, on the persecutors of those Christians; so 
he refers to a kingdom upon which they will then enter. ‘Afflic- 
tions were permitted to befal them, in order that they might be ac- 
counted worthy of, and so obtain” an inheritance in the glorious 
kingdom of God. Heb. xii. 28 is sometimes understood of the pre- 
sent dispensation; millenarians, however, apply it to the future king- 
dom. It is said by way of anticipation, “we receiving” or having 
received ‘‘a kingdom” in the sure purpose of God “ which cannot be 
moved.” This is a common form of speech ; “‘ being put into a state 
of salvation,” says Dr. Bloomfield, ‘is often designated under the 
image of salvation itself.” But Re¥.i. 9 seems to be a more difficult 
place for millenarians to reconcile with their views, ‘I John who 
am your brother and companion in tribulation and in the kingdom 
and patience of Jesus Christ.” From this passage it is, as we sup- 
pose, that some millenarians have derived the notion of “a kingdo» 
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of patience” which has come, in contradistinction from the ‘“ king- 
dom of power and glory,” which is future. The apparent difficulty 
arises from the English translation; at any rate, the form of the ex~- 
pression in the original is so peculiar, that it cannot, in fairness, be 
used to defend the common opinion, if it cannot be otherwise proved. 
It may be paraphrased thus: ‘I John (who am your brother, and) 
who now live in fellowship with Jesus Christ in affliction, but hope 
to come hereafter through patience into fellowship with Jesus Christ 
in his kingdom, was in the isle” &c.* This sentiment is not uncom- 
mon. ‘If we suffer,”’ says Paul to Timothy, (2, ii. 12) ‘‘ we shall also 
reign with him.” To the Colossians (i. 24) he wrote, “‘ who now re- 
joice in my sufferings for you, and fill up that which is behind of the 
afflictions of Christ in my flesh, for his body’s sake.” Again he says 
“the sufferings of Christ abound in us” &c.. . . “ knowing that as ye 
are partakers of the sufferings so shall ye be also of the consolation.” 
2 Cor. i.5,7. Of himself i says “that I may know him and the 
power of his resurrection and the fellowship of his sufferings, being 
made conformable to his death.”’ Phil. iti. 10. ‘ But rejoice,” says 
Peter (1, iv. 13) “inasmuch as ye are partakers of Christ's sufferings 
that when his glory shall be revealed, ye may be glad also, with ex- 
ceeding joy.” The doctrine, in short, is that the whole mystical 
body o Cnrist, like its great and glorious head, is to pass through suf- 
fering to glory and to the kingdom; and perhaps this is what is meant 
by Paul, when he speaks of filling up what is behind of the sufferin 
of Christ; his meaning is certainly not, that the sufferings of indivi 
ual Christians are meritorious and satisfactory as some pretend. But 
waiving this matter; the passage under consideration thus explained, 
while it coincides in doctrine with other texts, does not affirm that 
John and those to whom he wrote, were actually in the kingdom. 
They were in fellowship with Christ and with each other in suffering, 
but expectants of a fellowship with him in the kingdom for which it 
was their duty patiently to wait. The exhortation of Paul (2 Thess. 
ili. 5) was apposite to their condition, as it is to ours and has been to 
that of all since Paul wrote it. ‘The Lord direct your hearts... .. 
into the patient waiting for Christ,” that when he shall appear “you 
may be partakers of the glory that shall be revealed.” 1 Pet. v. 1. 

The before mentioned passages, or most of them, are reviewed by 
Koppe in his Excursus (appended to his notes on the Epistles to the 
Thessalonians) on the formulas “Kingdom of Heaven,” “Kingdom of 
God.” He contends for the interpretation which millenarians adopt. 
We believe we have noticed (though briefly) all the p s which 
are supposed to bear upon the question; certainly enough to show 
the manner in which the argument is conducted by those who adopt 
the literal or millenarian system, and this perhaps would be enough. 
Summarily stated then, the positions which millenarians undertake 
to establish under this head of aggument, are the following: 





- « 

* See Eichhorn cited by Schieusner, Lex. N. T. ad voc. Leryxosvwvos “ qui jam cum J. C. in 
ealamitatum consortio vivo, olim autem per patientiam in felicitatis cum J. C. consertium ventu- 
yum me esse spero.”?_ John and the persons to whom he wrote were, no doubt fellow sufferers in 
affliction, but that is not the idea, as some suppose, which is here expressed. The fellowship 
here intended has respect to Christ and so the pastors and professors of the Church of Geneva, 
appear to have understood it “Moi Jean, qui suis votre frere, et qui ai part a l’affliction, au regne 
et ala patience de Jesus Christ,” &c. Beausobre and Lenfant in effect combine both ideas, “ Mos 
Jean, qui suis voter frere et ~ participe avec vous aux afflictions de Jesus Christ aussi bien qu’ » 
son regne et a sa patience,” &c. 
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(1) It is no where said in the New Testament, historically or as a 
matter of fact, that this dispensation is the kingdom of God, nor is 
any thing there said either of the kingdom of God or of this dispensa- 
tion, from which it must be necessarily inferred that they are identi- 
cal or in any sense the same. 

(2) The historical statements of the fact of the “kingdom come,” 
or of the ‘‘ kingdom at hand,” contained in the gospel histories, relate 
to the Levitical economy and are affirmed as of a time, which fell 
within it. They relate not to this dispensation or to the time of it. 

(3) Our Lord himself, both in parables and in plain language, (not- 
withstanding he preached to the Jewish nation, the kingdom as come) 
often represented it as future. This he did prophetically; knowing 
full well, that the kingdom, though come and offered to the Jews, 
would be rejected by them and taken from them. 

(4) After the close of the Levitical economy, and before the open- 
ing of the history contained in the Acts of the Apostles, it is spoken 
of as future. 

(5) The apostles after the day of Pentecost, speak of the kingdom 
as future. ; 

(6) It is sometimes spoken of both in the gospels and other parts of 
the New Testament, in a general and indefinite way, and no infer- 
ence can be drawn from such places considered by themselvess their 
meaning must be ascertained by other places where the form of ex- 
pression is determinate of the sense. 

(7) All those passages upon which interpreters of the spiritual 
school, rely to prove that the present dispensation or the church or 
the state of the gospel on earth, is the kingdom of heaven, can be 
referred without violence or even the least, harshness, to the future 
glorious kingdom of Christ; whereas those on which millenarians es- 
pecially rely, to prove the futurity of the kingdom of God, do not 
admit of any other application. 

We say not that millenarians are right in these positions. Our opin- 
ion is of slight moment to the reader, however important it may be to 
ourselves; we hope however to be allowed one suggestion relative 
to the point in this scale of inquiries at which, other arguments pre- 
viously suggested, may be considered with advantage. If the reader 
should be unable to yield his assent to the conclusion which millen- 
arians derive from the first five of the foregoing particulars, viz: that 
the kingdom of heaven, as an economy of God’s government on earth 
is a future dispensation ;—and if also, he should be inclined to assent 
to that interpretation of the texts before referred to the sixth and 
seventh propositions, or in fact of any others, which applies them to 
the present dispensation ; then, as a cautious inquirer after important 
truth, it will become him to explain to the satisfaction of his own 
mind and conscience how the prophecies of the Old Testament, pre- 
dictive of the future enlargement, power and glory of the church on 
earth, can be fulfilled during the present dispensation, consistently 
with the New Testament Scriptures ;—especially let him consider 
whether there is any other hypothesis, theory, system (call it as he 
please) but that of the kingdom yet to come on earth, consistent with 
the integrity and plain truth of both testaments, even if understood 
in no higher sense than that commonly received by the expectants 
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of a spiritual millenium before the Lord’s advent. If the reader is a 
Calvinist, (or if he holds to the doctrine of election) let him consider 
whether the prevailing expectations of such a millenium (should they 
be realized) would not annul, or make obsolete that doctrine, long 
before the end of the New Testament economy: and if he also be- 
lieves that this dispensation is appointed only for the salvation of the 
elect church, it will fall in his way to answer the question, how he 
can certainly know that the dispensation will be prolonged a thousand 
years and more, without knowing not only the extent of God’s pur- 
poses of election—but how far they have been accomplished, and 
also with what energies, and expedition the Almighty Spirit will ac- 
complish what remains of his glorious work. If he sees no difficulty 
here, then he may pass to another inquiry, how it has come to pass, 
that apostles, martyrs, reformers, (or to say all in one word,) all the 
godly, learned, discreet Christians of the first sixteen centuries of 
our era, believed and taught, as the common doctrine of the New 
Testament, the uncertain continuance and even possible brevity of the 
present dispensation, and that it is the duty of all believers to watch 
for its end and the coming of the Lord, as an event which might, for 
aught they know, personally concern them. If he doubts the fact 
whether they so believed and taught; the citations before made, may 
suffice to put him upon a more extended inquiry. The inquiry, no 
doubt, would be profitable to him if he has never made it. If the 
reader glories to be no Calvinist, we will drop names for things, and 
merely suggest it to him to consider such parables as the sower—the 
tares of the field; and such places as describe true believers, as few, 
feeble, afflicted, persecuted, oppressed; and decide how these com- 
port with the expected fulfilment of the ancient prophecies, before 
the period, for which the New Testament was written, shall expire. 
These, and other like questions which may be put, it seems to us, 
may fairly come in for consideration at the point indicated—perhaps 
they may turn the scale of his judgment if it be not far from equipoise 
between opposite interpretations. But of this the reader will con-- 
sider. 

In the course of investigation, which is suggested by the preceding” 
observations, it has been our object to avoid, as far as could be, the- 
ories of prophetical interpretation. From this source spring difficul- 
ties which the advocates of the opposing systems seem not likely to 
solve, to their mutual satisfaction. Many of their arguments turn 
upon the nature, design and peculiar style* of prophecy. To this 
head especially belongs the discussion of typical and symbolical lan- 
guage. It seems to be taken for granted by many, that the subject 
must be entered through that door; as though the prophetical Scrip- 
tures formed a distinct structure from the rest, having but that one 
entrance. It strikes us, that this isa great mistake. The entire con- 
tents of God’s word, is one connected system. Prophecy contains 
doctrine, and doctrine contains prophecy. Paul’s epistle to the Ro- 
mans for example, contains the doctrinal results of a large portion of 





*See Presbyterian Review, January 1836, Article iii. vol. 7, page 587, (Edinburgh) forsome 
excellentremarks on the style of Prophecy. We may add that in this periodical, which appears 
to be well sustained—certainly is conducted with ability—there are several interesting artieles 
upon the millenarian question. See the same volume, pp; 248-498, Reviews of Burgh on Proph- 
ecy—and Hore Hebraice, by Lord Mandeville, 




















1848.) General Observations 263 








‘the prophetical Scriptures, and the use, the apostle makes of them, 
in that epistle, supplies a guide for their exposition. A similar re- 
mark may be made of other didactic portions of the volume. If then, 
we may enter by this way upon the study of the prophets, is it not 
expedient to do so? as we shall thereby encounter at the outset such 
difficulties only, as are incident to every dogmatical discussion. We 
shall, it is true, find such tropes and figures of speech, as historians 
and didactic writers commonly and we might say of necessity, use ; 
but these are difficulties of less moment. Besides an important use 
of an investigation thus conducted is, that its result may supply a 
test of the opposing systems of interpretation :—how, the preceding 
observations tend to shew. Not-that we undervalue a direct discus- 
sion of those principles. We think it of much use, as we have al- 
ready said; but the doctrinal parts of the Scriptures, particularly of 
the New Testament, should be first considered in their bearing upon 
this (if first attempted) more difficult matter. 

We now dismiss our author and his subject, craving the reader’s 
indulgence in conclusion, to a few desultory observations. The great 
length of this article compels us to pass, without notice, many topics 
both interesting and important. It has been our object only to open 
a little, some of the chief points of the system in question, and to shew 
in some degree, their connection with doctrines, which all 6rthodox 
Christians deem important; and some of their bearings on the desti- 
nies of the world and the hopes of men. Our expectations will be 
realized if we have succeeded in removing misapprehensions of the 
system and disposing the reader (if hitherto disinclined) to give it an 
impartial examination. If beyond this, we have in any degree pre- 
pared the way, by one humble effort, for the more learned and dis- 
creet labours of others, it is success, abundant,—perhaps beyond our 
reasonable hopes. It seemed not improbable, that, in the multitude 
of demands upon the time and efforts of God’s people in this busy 
age, some perhaps, without much thought, had classed this subject 
among the purely speculative or unprofitable ones, which even a 
conscientious regard to the value of their time and the more import- 
ant uses to which it may be applied, compelled them to pass by; and 
that such would esteem it a good service, to disabuse them of the 
impression, if erroneous. To such, we hope this imperfect sketch, of 
a few branches of a wide and far reaching subject may not be unac- 
ceptable. Other persons perhaps, by occasion of the vagueness of the 
term “ millenarianism,” have taken the impression, that it is nothing 
more or less, than the ancient heresy of Cerinthus (of which Mahomet 
made so much) in a modern form ;—or, that it is, the fanaticism of 
the anabaptists, or of the fifth monarchy men of the sixteenth and 
seventeenth centuries revived, or if not, something akin to Mormon- 
ism or some other folly ancient or modern. The preceding observa- 
tions will show that such impressions, if they exist, are quite erroneous; 
and more than this, they may also show that the system makes a jus- 
tifiable demand upon those who reject it, for full and direct answers 
‘to the arguments upon which it rests. 

If the reader be one, with whom an argument from authority could 
have weight, we may say further, that a system which could com- 
mand the assent of ‘the most of the chief Divines of the Westmin- 
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ster Assembly’’*—of such men as Joseph Mede, Dr. Gill, Bishop 
Newton, A. Toplady, and Robert Hall, to name no others, may claim 
a more ceremonious, if not a more gentle treatment, than a notorious- 
ly condemned heresy. It is to be feared however, that some who, 
out of zeal for what they supposed to be the faith once delivered to: 
the saints, are already openly committed against the whole subject, 
as a heresy, a fanaticism, or a folly; understand in fact, neither the 
system itself, nor the grounds on which it rests. Dogmaticism, or 
denunciation from such, though not perhaps a thing greatly to be 
feared, is on their part neither discreet nor perhaps quite safe. The 
judgment of a matter which is formed after an examination of it only, 
is entitled to respect, except in matters of intuition, which this cer- 
tainly is not. Many difficulties lie in the way of an intuitive com- 
prehension of it. Most men have educational prepossessions against 
it, of which they find it. hard to devest themselves ;—a harder task 
than most, who have not tried it, suppose it to be. These should 
prevent their reliance upon an intuitive judgment. Besides, men 
are extremely reluctant to unlearn what they have been taught or 
have acquired by laborious study, and begin anew. The supposition 
that such a work is needful, they are apt to think both indecent and 
arrogant. They feel impatient, when their opinions long since ma- 
turely considered and firmly settled, are attacked; and impatience is 
apt to beget intemperate zeal, which betrays its presence by sarcasm 
or expressions of pity or contempt. It is useless however to enlarge 
upon what every one knows. A spirit, (rather we would say an in- 
firmity) so natural, should awaken our jealousy. 

No man is infallible. Large bodies of men professing to hold the 
truth have in times past erred greatly from the faith, although many, 
perhaps most of them, were at the time unconscious of it. What has. 
happened in olden times may happen now; and what has befallen 
many, may befal a few. Let him that thinketh he standeth take 
heed lest he fall:—a caution necessary to be observed by all, at all 
times, till the Lord shall come. It will be no consolation at last'to- 
learn that our errors, be they few, or many, were common, or reputa- 
ble, or were the elaborations of powerful and cultivated minds acting 
through a “beautifully harmonious system of Hermeneutics. No 
amount of learned labour, if erroneous in its conception and results, 
is too large a sacrifice,—however difficult it may be to make it—for 





* Robert Baillie, principal of the University of Glasgow, a decided opponent of mil- 
lenarianism, in his Journal and Letters written when this Assembly was held, says, in a 
letter to Mr. William Spang, dated September 5th, 1645, that “the most of the chief di- 
vines here, (meaning in the Assembly) not only Independents but others, such as T'wisse, 
Marshall, Palmer and many more, are express-Chiliasts.” See vol. 2, p. 156, Letter 117, 
Edinburgh, 1775. Dr. Twisse’s sentiments appear in his correspondence with Joseph 
Mede, for which see Mede’s Works. Considering this fact, it is not at all probable, that 
there is any thing-in the Confession of Faith or the Chatechism of that Assembly, which, 
when understood in the sense of the Assembly, will be found in conflict. with millenarian- 
ism. In those parts where we should suppose the subject would be touched upon, may be 
observed that cautious, guarded statement, which we should expect, as the product of con- 
flicting minds. Dr. Duffield furnishes us with a long list of names of distinguished note, 
who have embraced the important parts of the system, see Dissertations, pp. 251 to 259. 
See also, Brook’s Elements of Prophetical Interpretation, chap. 3, published in vol. iii. of 
the Literalist. Some references have been made in the precedi es to the sentiments . 
of Sterry, Caryll, Godwin, Burroughes, also members of the Westminster Assembly. 
More minute information upon this point may be found ia Anderson’s reply to the author’ 
of “ Millenarianism Indefensible.” 
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the smallest portion of the everlasting truth of God. Yet if after all, 
men must differ about Divine truth, let it be in a spirit of brotherly 
kindness and after mutual, full, patient and earnest search for it, as 
for hidden treasure. 

May we add without offence, another motive for an investigation 
of the subject? We perceive indications that-possibly, it may come 
up for judicial consideration in some of our ecclesiastical bodies— 
perhaps it may in many or allofthem. In one of those bodies, if we 
are es Ba ormed, a resolution of censure was offered by a Rever- 
end member, although not acted upon, at least not definitively. An- 
other such body refused to receive into their fellowship on account 
of millenarian sentiments, a member of a sister body otherwise con- 
fessed to be in good standing, who had been dismissed and commend- 
ed to them for the a eee We the mention of thete instances 
in this connexion, will not be t to imply a censure; certainly 
we intend none. Our object is simply to @ ground for the a 

hension just expressed. If other cases should occur, calling for 
efinitive action, it is to be hoped the Holy Spirit will guide all who 
may be called to take part in it, into such conclusions as he will ap- 
prove. None however will be so unreasonable as to expect Divine 
or extraordinary light, who neglects, from whatever cause, to use 
that which is common to all. occasions of this sort, and even in 
cases which we have been accustomed to consider plain, we should 
(s0 it strikes us) forbear to act until we are sure we have the best light, 
and all the light, which a careful and prayerful use of the means 
within our reach will cast upon it. Our author has supplied a valu- 
able help towards a just comprehenson of the subject. At 163 
he has referred to many authors,* (now easily accessable to American 
Christians) which may be consulted with advantage. We say not, 
that the perusal of any, or all of them would produce conviction in the 
minds of those whose opinions have been formed upon the subject; 
but we venture the remark that few can carefully read them without 
benefit. Possibly they may lead some to abandon a preconceived 
opinion; or if not, to abandon some of the reasons by which they 
have been accustomed to maintain it; and it may be, supply them 
with other reasons for settled opinions which they may suppose better. 
At all events, those who will carefully and candidly read those works, 
will learn distinctly what are the chief points of that thing, which 
some call “ orthodox millenarianism”’ or “‘literalism,”’ (a word which, 
with some we perceive, is coming in vogue) and their opposition to 
it, if they should deem it a thing to be opposed, will be more intelli- 
sig their assaults upon it more skilfully directed—is oux diga 





* Sech as Bickersteth’s Practical Guide to the Prophecies—Brook’s Essays on the Ad- 
vent and Kingdom of Christ--McNeile’s Lectures on the Second Advent of Chrisi—his 
Leetures on the Prophecies relative to the Jewish Nation—Noel’s Brief Inquiry into the 
——— of the Christian ae Py eed for Millenial Doctrine, by Andersou—Po- 
ite Desteviel Oa Reet: Wm. pene eres, aod Te Sat on the Pre- 
Milienial Advent of Christ— nts of Prophetical Interpretation, by J. W. Brooks. 
*—Nature of the First Resurrection, by Hawtrey—Letters on the First Resurrection, by 
Sirr—Destinies of the British Empire, by Thorp—Chronological Prophecies. by Haber- 
shon—The Com ig oe Sen of ox ord Jesus Christ, by Rev. John Cox—Millena- 
rian’s Answer of the Hope that is in hi a a 
Literalist, 5 vols. 8vo., by Orrin Rogers, Philadelphia. 
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Finally; millenarians are accustomed to consider and to present 
their views to others in connexion with the developements of God’s 
purposes in acts of His Providence. We have seen, they consider 
the injunction of our Lord, to watch for his second personal glorious 
coming, as a standing article of duty, obligatory upon all his foliowers, 
at all times, till he shall actually so come. This, they maintain, is 
no new-fangled notion of a heated imagination, derived from the in- 
discreet study of chronological prophecies, but a duty imposed by 
the plain words of the Lord.. They believe it and teach it, in the 
same sense and for the same reasons that.Calvin and all the reformers, 
the Christian fathers, martyrs and apostles believed and taught it— 
It is a duty which, as we have seen, they think may be inferred from 
the great purpose for which the present dispensation was appointed. 
It is not therefore, properly speaking, a millenarian opinion, o1 some- 
thing distinguishing them from the great-body.of Orthodox Christians 
of past ages, though distinctive it may. be, at-present, . But further ; 
although the Lord has concealed the, actual time.of his coming, yet 
he has not left his church without: sufficient knowledge of the signs 
which shall precede it; nor has he informed, the church:when, nor at 
what intervals, with what rapidity, they shall occur. Hence the. ne- 
cessity of always watching for them; being ,acts of his ,previdence, 
affecting in part, the aspect of human society, they look out with 
intentness, and as they think, with sobriety for the first. upheavings, 
of these events which betoken the near ,approach of the kingdom. 
To these—not, to any scale of prophetical chronology—the Lord es- 
pecially directs them. to look. (Luke xxi, 31.) Whether they are, 
right is this, depends upon the decision of the main,.question. | An 
important practical lesson then, which addresses itself (as, Piscator 
remarks) particularly to the ministers.of the word, depends on. the 
decision. ‘ This then is a further reason for investigation. . Often,ijt; 
is said, the world is on the eve of a great crisis; not/by religious.men, 
only, much less by ring me men of a peculiar cast of mind; - but by 
men of the world, who have.no peculiar views of prophecy, non even 
any very, distinct views of religious doctrine. |. We enter not into. pars» 
ticulars,, We profess to offer no;views, of.our own..».Fake a passage: 
however from Croly, (who is not a millenarian) touching this, matter; 
and the duty of ministers as connected -with jit. va He tA 

‘The preacher is bound to tell you, that a trial of fearful gloom iis, 
hastening over the whole Protestant world. It may be the Divine 
will to avert the hour. . But to all human appearance, itis inevitable, 
—and. this no passing struggle—no casual dimness of the day, tut 
the steady, sweeping, resistless coming of night....We may feel) it, 
already in the chill that has reached some hearts—we may hear it,in: 
the growing stir of those voices, which hail it, as the coming of.their 
hour; the spoiler’s hour :—-we.may see it, im of those.strange 
meteors, which, springing fromthe darkness und ‘fog’ of, the ‘hittnari’ 
morass, already gleam with such lurid rays... We may. well-ask, our- 
selves—if they can thus glare, creeping along the’edge of the hori- 
zan, what will they be when ‘the hour and power of darkness’”’ is all. - 
their owg ; when they shall shoot above our heads, and unfolding all 
their trains lord it in fire, through the storm ?” 
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** Reflect” says Dr. Bogie (1839) another anti-millenarian, “what 
mighty changes occured in Europe-in less'than thirty years—what 
rapid revolutions have taken place within the last six years; changes 
which no one, ten years ago, could have imagined, he would live to 
see ; the next generation will behold more wonderful things and may 
see the commencement of the thousand years.” (Crisis, p. 309.) 
Dr. Walsh, writing of the Ottoman empire, says “The signs of the 
times are fearfully portentous. The Sultan‘seems to read’ their méan- 
ing..... The empire is fast falling to pieces” &c. Dr. Harris and 
Mr. Hamilton, authors of prize essays on’ Missions both seem to ad- 
mit the sixth vial is pouring out its last dregs; which most commen- 
tators apply to the Ottoman Power; and according to the apocalyptic 
representation, that vial will be followed without interval by another 
of more widély spread influence. But it is not our purpose in these 
citations, to enter upon matters of prophetical exposition. 

*If then, there be any thing in these forebodings of those accus- 
tomed to consider God’s providences, either as political events mere- 








* Men of every have been prone to consider their own times as peculiar, obviously 
because their knowledge of their own times (imperfeet as it may have been) was better 
than their knowledge of preceding ages. Hence the necessity of extreme caution and 
sobri¢ty in judging of these matters. Most of the authors cited in a note to a yar 
page, appear to thave thought that ‘almost all the sigus which must precede the Lord’s 
coming, had'been fulfilled in their day; and millenarians must concede, that some of them 
were more confidentthan the facts of the case warranted. It is pertinent then fo inquire’ 
whether there is any thing peculiar in our times? Are nat those who are so forward to 
sound the alarm, 'to be accounted poor historians or superficial observers? Have men fal- 
lewPaway farther from the faith than ever beforeT'2 Thess. 253.’ “Is the corruption of mer- 
als greater than ever? 2 Tim. 3; 1-5. Is faith more uncommon? Luke 18; 8: ’ Is ‘Anti- 
christ more fully revealed? 2 Thess. 2; 3. Has the gospel been more fully preached to 
the nations? Matth. 24; 14. Are men now more worldly than ever—more, as they were 
in Noah’s day? Matth. 24; 37, 39. Is the parable of the ten virgins more suitable to the 
state of the visible church than ever before? Matth. 25; 1-10. Are men now more prone 
than ever to ask, where is the promise of his coming? 2 Pet. 3; 4. The answer to some 
of these questions involves a greater knowledge of the past than perhaps any one possesses, 
and this should prevent every one from an over-confident judgment. Yet for all that; if 
they are given as signs, they should be observed. But the uncertainty which rests upon 
these matters, considered separately, gives, as some millenarians suppose, a peculiar val- 
ue to the chronological prophecies, which they think were not designed to be understood 
till they should become needful to the church. Assuming the correctness of the year-day 
system, as it is called, (although some millenarians do not ar it,) these chronological 
periods, they say, are upon every calculation nearly run owt—that is, within an age, more 
or less ; and a nearer approximation than this, some suppose, is not attainable with cer- 
tainty, owing to the imperfection of history and chronology. Their use, then, they think, 
is to give a note of warning, as the end draws near, and thus serve to counteract the in- 
fluence which the erroneous or hasty judgment of pious men of former ages, would oth- 
erwise necessarily have upon those who should Jive near the time of the end. Others 
consider the condition of the Ottoman power,(a) as a peculiar and very striking charac- 
teristic of this age: but to make this out, they endeavour to show that the sixth trumpet 
(or the second woe trumpet,) and the sixth vial (Rev. 9; 13—16; 12,) have respect to that 

»ower. For this application they allege the authority of many divines, such as Bishop 

ewton, Dr. Keith, Jurieu, Piscator, Mede, Scott, Henry, President Edwards, &c. 

Walmsley, the Roman Catholic commentator, is of the same opinion. The Rev. Charles 





(a) A writer upon the subject of the political state of Europe, under date of Dec’r, 1842, remarks 
“‘ The most deplorable anarchy prevails in Turkey. The European powers thought to strength 
the Ottoman empire by an armed interference, in their internal quarrels, but they have only add- 
ed fuel to the flame. Turkey is in the agonies of dissolution, and will soon be a mere corpse. 
One of the provinces under her protection, Servia, has been lately revolutionized and its reigning 
prince dethroned. The government of Constantinople acquiesces, because it is too feeble to op- 
pose the revolution. In Syria the same anarchy. The Druses and Christians of Mt. Lebanon 
are a prey to continual wars and obey no superior authority. No law, no safety, no security for 
property in this unhappy country. What does the Sultan do? He promises to act against the 
rebels, but he does not. Is it not a sign that the last hour is come for the followers of Mahomet !”” 
See also a Sermon by the Rev. Edward Bickersteth, preached before the Protestant Association, 
Nov. 5th, 1842, entitled “The Divine Warning to the church at this time” &c., and a review of 
it in the Christian Observer, Lond. No. for Jan’y 7, 1843. 











ae 


Se ae 


t} 





268 And Self-distrust. 








ly, or as the quick and stately steppings of the King of kings, towards 
the scene of his work; int wise for the mt slumber 
with the slumbering world ; as though they were infallibly sure these 
things have no connexion with the things foretold? Should they be 
so confident of their theories of the future, as to refuse all revision of 
the grounds on which they rest? But we pause; our object here as 
elsewhere, is merely to indicate a matter br consideration :—not to 
alarm, nor even to apologise for any scheme or system, but to shew 
some reasons why a subject, by some deemed of great practical mo- 
ment, should be seriously considered by others not less wise or dis- 
creet—perhaps much more so upon other subjects—but who for some 
cause, may have thought too lightly or too little of this. 


Buck (in his Theological Dietionary, article Mahomet) more than thirty years ago applied 
Rev. 9; 15, to the Mahomedan empire, and on the ground of it the opinion that 
it would come to its end in 1844, that is, in 391 years from the taking of Constantinople by 
Mahomet IT) ia 1453. Assuming, then, the correctness of this application of those pas- 
sages, (which, however, is denied by some,) they proceed te say, that the extinction of 
this power will soon, if not immediately, be followed by the restoration of the Jews to their 
own land ; and that event, they say, is connected in the Seriptures with the end of the 
times of the gentiles, (Luke 21; 24—Rom. 11; 25,) ana the second coming of our Lord, and 

tly with the ushering in of a new dispensation. his great fact, then, connect- 
ed with the probable expiry of the chronological periods before long, and both added to 
those general signs which Christians of former ages thought they discovered in their own 
times, together with the great length of the pre-ent dispersion of the Jews—or as they call 
it, their captivity—are reasons, in the view of millenarians, for greater watchfuluess—a 
duty, which we have seen, they think incumbent upon all at all times—although it may 
onthe Stn Se ra Breneet guecention, wal pase of and be succeeded by another and yet 
another, before the coming of the - Wo}ove Gongt ight to add this note 
to show more distinctly the bearings of the topic with which the extracts from Croly and: 
ethers are connected 











